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France Regrets Greek Veto of FU-Turkey Deal 
AU1002163195 Paris AFP in English 1544 GMT 10 Feb 95 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Paris, Feb 10 (AFP)}—France said 
Friday it regretted Greece’s vetc on a deal to set up a customs 
union between the European Union and Turkey but would 
try to push through some sort of acceptable formula. 


Foreign Ministry Spokesman Richard Duque said France 
“regretted” Greece’s “negative position” on the issue. He 
said the permanent EU representatives in Brussels would 
meet later Friday to hear Greece’s reasons. 


But Duque said Paris “held out hope of holding an 
association meeting with Turkey on March 6 with a view 
to signing” the accord. The EU-Turkey agreement had 
originally been scheduled for ratification on March 6. 


Frafice currently holds the six-month rotating presidency 
of EU bodies. 


Greece on Thursday rejected a compromise formula 
designed to establish the EU-Turkish customs union and 
said it would maintain its veto until its demands were 
met. Athens is blocking the agreement to put pressure on 
the Europezn Union to set a timetable for the start of 
talks on membership for Cyprus which 1s divided into an 
ethnic Greek and Turkish-backed sector. 


There was angry reaction in Brussels from the 14 other EU 
member states with permanent representatives (ambassa- 
dors to the European Union) insisting that the agreement 
with Turkey should not be called into question. 


Turkey said Thursday night it expected the European Union 
“to respect its promise to bring about a customs union” 
between Turkey and the European Union and accused 
Greece of continuing to block efforts to achieve that aim. 


The compromise worked out by foreign ministers in Brus- 
sels on Monday said negotiations for Cyprus to join the 
European Union could begin six months after the conclu- 
sion of the 1996 intergovernmental conference, which is due 
to review the 1992 Maastricht Treaty on European union. 


Sweden’s Gradin Presents Plan Against EU Fraud 


BR1002135095 Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER 
in Swedish 9 Feb 95 p AY 


[Report by Ingrid Hedstrom: “‘Tougher Measures 
Against Fraud Within the EU} 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Brussels—On Wednesday [8 Feb- 
ruary] Sweden's EU commissioner, Anita Gradin, presented 
a program to intensify the battle against fraud with EU 
funds running into billions [currency not specified]. 


““Mismanagement, waste, and downright fraud are unac- 
ceptable to Europe’s taxpayers. To get the general pub'ic’s 
support we must show that we are working hard to fight 
fraud,” Anita Gradin said at a press conference in Brussels, 
her first public appearance as EU commissioner. 
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There are no exact figures for how large the sums are that 
are embezzled from the EU budget through sheer crim- 
inal activity. But in the first six months of 1994 alone the 
EU Commission’s special investigators examined 856 
cases which together involved around 2 billion kronor. 


More Investigators 


Today about 50 investigators work for UCLAF [Unit for 
the Coordination of the Antifraud Campaign], the Com- 
mission’s special “fraud police.” Now UCLAF will be 
reinforced, partly through a direct personnel increase of 
30 people, partly by moving the embezzlement investi- 
gators, who today work at the Commission’s Directorate 
for Agriculture and Taxes, to UCLAF. 


“The new Commission is here taking its first steps 
toward responding to the general public’s justified con- 
cerns,” Anita Gradin said. 


The new program is building further on the four-point 
strategy that the EU Commission adopted last year. 


First of all, fieldwork will be given a boost. Among other 
things special working groups with experts from the 
Commission and the member nations will investigate 
problems in high-risk sectors where the possibilities for 
fraud are great. This applies in particular to cigarettes, 
dairy products, textiles, olive oil, and beef. 


At the same time Anita Gradin wants to improve coop- 
eration between the EU Commission and the member 
country authorities, for example through information, 
training, and technical suppori for fraud investigators in 
the member countries. 


Tougher Legislation 


A third method is to make the legislation tougher, for 
example through economic and administrative penalties 
for those who harm the EU economically. Anita Gradin 
also emphasized that new laws must be simple, effective, 
and easy to check on so that they do not encourage fraud. 


“We must have fraud-free legislation,” Gradin said. 


In November last year a “hot line” was set up which EU 
citizens can call, free and in their own language, to tip off 
the Commission about suspected fraud. 


So far more than 2,000 calls have been received on this line. 


“Of those, one or two per day were worth following up. This 
means that the hot line could give 300-500 useful tips every 
year,” said Per Brix Knudsen, head of UCLAF. 


Blacklist 


Anita Gradin said that the Commission will now also 
introduce payment to people providing it with tips and a 
“black list’ of companies and individuals who have 
figured in fraud investigations. 


EU Commission President Jacques Santer will next week 
introduce the “antifraud scheme” to the European Par- 
liament in Strasbourg as part of the Commission's pro- 
gram for this year. 
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Mock Signs Partnership For Peace Agreement 


AU 1002140195 Vienna Oesterreich Eins Radio Network 
in German 1100 GMT 10 Feb 95 


[Report by Guenther Schmidt in Brussels] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Austria became the 25th state 
to join the Partnership for Peace program today. In a 
brief ceremony that has already become a routine matter 
in Brussels, NATO Secretary General Claes spoke a few 
words of welcome and hailed Austria’s role as a place of 
encounter during the Cold War. 


[Begin Claes recording, in English] The cooperation will 
be tailored to Austria’s interests and contribution. As 
already demonstrated with regard to other countries, the 
principle of neutrality will not be affected by the coop- 
eration. [end recording} 


That was the only time neutrality was mentioned today. 
Foreign Minister Mock did not mention that word. He said: 


[Begin Mock recording, 1n English] Specifically we have 
decided to join this initiative, because it strengthens the 
stability and secunty of our neighbors in Central and 
Eastern Europe. [end recording] 


The Partnership for Peace program 1s an important step 
toward an improved security structure in Europe. 
Europe's security 1s at the same time Austna’s secunty, 
Mock sand. 


This was followed by the signing of a short document of 
only eight paragraphs. [passage omitted] 


Says No Security Guarantee 


AU 1102194195 Vienna ORF Television Network 
in German 2100 GMT 10 Feb 95 


[Telephone interview with Foreign Minister Alois Mock in 
Brussels by Robert Hochner in the ORF Vienna studio on 
10 February “shortly before this broadcast”—recorded] 


[FBIS Translated Text] [Hochner] | asked Foreign Minister 
Mock to what extent Austria’s neutrality squares with its 
membership in the NATO Partnership for Peace program. 


[Mock] No one has clammed that the Partnership for 
Peace program is a military alliance, but it is a form of 
cooperation that serves common interests and 
includes—and this is what we will probably implement 
in the next stage—combating natural disasters as well as 
peacekeeping measures. I have noticed in London and 
Brussels that Austria has always been mentioned in 
connection with the outcome of the referendum on 12 
June. The fact that 66 percent of the Austrians voted for 
EU membership has earned us great respect. 


|[Hochner] Mr. Mock, are you seeing the Partnership for 
Peace agreement as a preliminary step toward Austria's full 
membership within the military organization of NATO? 
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[Mock] No, I am seeing the Partnership for Peace as a 
step toward more securnty, which involves more sol- 
darity on our part, and which in every respect is com- 
patible with neutrality. Everything else has to be decided 
by the Austnans. Our signature does not in any way 
prejudice us. 


{[Hochner] Who, if not NATO, ts to guarantee Austria’s 
security in the future? Should the Western European Union 
or should the European Union do so in a certain form? 


[Mock] It depends on us whether we get a security guar- 
antee. In practice, only full members get a security guar- 
antee. Of course, the closer our cooperation, the larger our 
security. However, this does not include any guarantee. 


[Hochner] Austria became a member of NATO's Part- 
nership for Peace program today. One of the purposes of 
this Partnership for Peace program is that it is intended 
as a sort of waiting-room for the Eastern European 
countnes. Do you think that the Eastern European 
countnes, in particular Poland and Hungary. should be 
allowed to join NATO, even though Russia continues to 
be opposed? 


[Mock] This would be a sovereign decision of each 
country, and it must be respected by Russia. | was 
impressed by NATO Secretary- General Claes’ determ- 
nation not only to represent this pnnciple, but to do 
everything to make events here transparent, inform 
Russia and other Western countries on what !s going on 
here, so that there is no reason for suspicion. The 
intention is to build, slowly but steadily, a reliable 
relationship based on confidence, in the awareness that 
the instability of transition from communist states to 
democracy will yet take a long time. 


{[Hochner] Mr. Mock, thank you very much for this 
interview. 


[Mock] You are welcome. Goodbye. 


Minister Comments on Bombings, Urges New 
Measures 


AU1202211095 Vienna ORF Teletext in German 
1814 GMT 12 Feb 95 


{FP!IS Transiated Text] There are no firm leads, but a 
uumber of concrete tips that have to be followed up first 
of all. That is the current state of investigations into the 
Burgenland bombings. Speaking on television's “Press- 
estunde”, Interior Minister Loeschnack rejected the 
charge that there were too few functionaries involved in 
combating right-wing extremism: Between 100 and 200 
have been assigned to the task, said Loeschnack. 


The minister also dismissed the charge that the invest:- 
gations at Oberwart [site of bomb attack in which four 
Gypsies were killed] proceeded in the wrong direction 
(“Gypsy feud”) for too long . He said that the law court 
commission had played a key role. It only became 
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possible to pursue investigations in a right-wing 
extremist direction once the commission had received 
concrete information. 


The interior minister also attributed the recent criminal 
attacks to a tougher approach against the mght-wing 
extrenust scene. However, developments in Germany 
have shown .hat even without this “help,” the nght-wing 
scene was becoming more militant and going under- 
ground. In any event, the situation in Austria had 
become grave, said the minister. 


Loeschnack wants to counter this change of course in 
right-wing extremism primarily by using more efficient 
means. However, an appropriate legal framework must 
be created first, he said. Specifically, the minister wants 
“bugging to a greater degree” and better protection for 
witnesses (the possibility of changing one’s identity). 


Vranitzky Accuses Haider at Commemoration 
Ceremony 

AU 1302130895 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG 

in German 12 Feb 95 p 2 


[Unattnbuted report: “Haider Is Politically Insolent’’] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] The legacy of 12 February 
1934 is to to do everything to prevent a repetition of 
these events, Social Democratic Party of Austria [SPOe] 
Chairman and Chancellor Franz Vranitzky stated on 


AUSTRIA 3 


Friday evening [10 February] on the occasion of a Social 
Democrat ceremony commemorating | 2 February 1934. 
Vienna Mayor Michael Haeup! also participated. 


Vranitzky affirmed that Social Democrats must go to the 
people themselves and tell them that the things said by 
Joerg Haider, chairman of the Movement for Freedom, 
do not benefit the man in the street, but are actually to 
his detriment. 


Vranitzky said that it is “political insolence™ of Haider 
to place concentration camps on a level with penal 
camps in a speech in the Nationalrat. The expression 
“penal camps” fuels the assumption that the peop'e 
interned there had done something wrong. “The only 
thing they did wrong was to be different,” and “being 
different does not give anyone the right to persecute and 
deport people,” Vranitzky stressed. 


In connection with his condolence visit to Oberwart., 
Vranitzky said that if 20th century civilization had had 
the idea of placing city apartments at the disposal of 
Romany gypsies, the perpetrators would not have had 
such a great opportunity of can-ying out this insidious 
attack on them. In his opinion, the topic of minorities is 
not the only thing at issue. In a prosperous country, the 
only alternative to the housing situation that he encoun- 
tered in the Romany settlement 1s to do away with this 
housing situation, he said. [passage omitted] 
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Dehaene on EU-U.S. Relations, Russia, Bosnia 


BR1I00215S5195 Brussels LA LIBRE BELGIQUE 
in French 9 Feb 95 p 2 


{Interview with Belgian Prime Minister Jean-Luc Dehaene 
by LA LIBRE BELGIQUE staff, piace and date not given: 
“Europe Has Its Place or American Chessboard™] 


[FBIS Translated Text] [LA LIBRE BELGIQUE] Euro- 
pear External Political Relations Commissioner Hans 
van den Brock pointed out in June 1988 that “all the 
member countnes (of the Unior ) tend to think they have 
a special relationship with the United States, when the 
only truly balanced relationship 1s one established 
between the Community as a whole and the United 
States.” Do you think that Belgiwm too has a “special 
relationship” with Washington” 


{Dehaene] I believe that it 1s above all important to 
define the transatlantic relationship and, in this frame- 
work, it 1s important for each European country also to 
have a good bilaterai contact with the United States. But 
as to competing for a “favored relationship,” I see that as 
a fashion of the times. Now, in the post-Cold War era, 
the most rmportant consideration ts to redefine Europe's 
security and defense architecture, the transatlantic 
dimension included. Economically, | believe we must 
concentrate on redefining the balances between the 
major economic areas in an increasingly global world. 


[LA LIBRE BELGIQUE] Precisely, the creation of blocs 
such as NAFTA and APEC [Asia-Pacific Economic Coop- 
eration] suggests that the United States ts concentrating 
more on the American continent and Asia. Given these 
conditions, 1s there still a place for an “economic partner- 
ship” with Europe, the second strand of the “pact” which 
some people wanted to conclude with Washington? 


[Dehaene] I do not believe that we should necessarily see 
in these developments any rejection of other partners. It 
is a fact that the United States also has a Pacific coast 
and also it 1s not just a matter of relations between the 
United States and Europe, but also of Europe's own 
positioning with respect to Asia. One of the reasons why 
I support further European integration 1s precisely 
because of my belief that Europe will only carry any 
weight in this global economic world to the extent that it 
is able to speak with a common European voice. The best 
illustration of this for me les in the GATT negotiations 
which we were only able to conclude because Europe 
presented a united front. 


[LA LIBRE BELGIQUE] But 1s not Europe nevertheless 
going to remain the poor relation in this “global eco- 
nomic world?” 


[Dehaene] You mustn't systematically look at things in a 
negative light. Over the last iwo years I note that we have 
seen a major growth in our imports to Asia. Our foreign 
trade is therefore no longer so dependent upon the 
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European market. Clearly, an improvement in economic 
balances between the world’s different regions will pri- 
marily depend on us. So it is no good complaining of 
others. We must therefore get organized and understand 
that it :s only as Europe that we are going to be of any 
significance. We must also understand that the opening 
up of Eastern Europe 1s first and foremost the opening up 
of a vast market for Europe. This is a major plus at 
worldwide level, but we must know how to make the 
most of 11. 


[LA LIBRE BELGIQUE] But is not Eastern Europe 
principally a market for Germany? 


[Dehaene] During my recent visit to Poland and the 
Czech Republic ! was very favorably impressed by the 
presence of Belgian companies. In Poland, we are one of 
the top 10 investors, and in the Czech Republic one of 
the top five. Clearly Germany, being on the front line, 
immediately sees the potential of this market, but I 
believe that Europe itself 1s very much present due to the 
association agreements. We must explain to the coun- 
tries of Eastern Europe and even to Russia that their 
principal ally and their principal market is Europe, and 
much less so the United States. 


[LA LIBRE BELGIQUE] But how are you going to convince 
the Americans that Belgium ts the “gateway to Europe,” to 
adopt the theme of the argument you are going to present to 
the New York and Dallas business communities? 


[Dehaene] We musi continue to stress that Europe 
remains the largest market and the largest concentration 
of consumers. And being present or producing in this 
market remains a huge comparative advantage. Our 
geographical location, our infrastructure, and the pres- 
ence of NATO and the European Union are major 
factors in Belgium's favor. Also, our coordination cen- 
ters which we are now going to further strengthen with 
distribution centers, constitute an equally important 
attraction, together with the tax status of foreign man- 
agers working in Belgium. There is also of course the 
very good reputation of our workforce. 


[LA LIBRE BELGIQUE] Transatlantic tensions pose a 
threat to the cohesion of the Alliance. Are you in favor of 
drawing up a new transatlantic charter? 


[Dehaene] We are in the process of redefining and 
repositioning the Alliance, not only with regard to Cen- 
tral and Eastern Europe, but also with regard to Europe 
which 1s seeking to become better organized while main- 
taining the transatlantic framework. The question of a 
new charter I see as of secondary importance. But we 
must recognize that this reexamination will involve 
tensions, if not differences, caused by the assessment of 
certain situations. | find this perfectly normal consid- 
ering all that has changed in the world since 1989. 


[LA LIBRE BELGIQUE] The Republican majority in 
the U.S. Congress is in favor of lifting the arms embargo 
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for Bosnia. Do you think the Europeans can dissuade the 
proponents of such a strategy? 


[Dehaene] There clearly is a unanimous view among the 
Europeans in favor of keeping the embargo in place and 
warning against the consequences of lifting it. Certain 
voices in the United States, although not the government 
itself, have another view. But is not Great Bi ‘tain’s shift 
in favor of a European defense dimension a sign of the 
extent to which London senses that it 1s not as easy as in 
the past for the Europeans and the Americans to adopt 
the same stance on events in Europe? Hence the impor- 
tance of having a European view and the means to 
render it operational. 


{LA LIBRE BELGIQUE] The Hague conference of the 
chiefs of staff of countries supplying Blue Helmets in the 
former Yugoslavia called for a strengthening of the UN 
Protection Force. But no steps have been taken in this 
direction over the last month, to the regret of the U.S. 
defense secretary. Except that the Belgian Government 
has withdrawn its Army engineers from Central Bosnia. 
Do you think this helps the country’s credibility? 


[Dehaenc] You shouldn't confuse the issues. The engi- 
neers were sent out for a short-term mission. As their 
absence posed organizational problems in Belgium, we 
kept strictly to the i: a undertaking, while making it 
clear, at the Hague c. . ference, that we were ready to 
make other efforts, which have since been finalized. In 
Somalia we also fulfilled the contract we had concluded 
on behalf of the European Union. 


[LA LIBRE BELGIQUE] At its last summit in Prussels 
in January 1994, NATO accepted the principle 1 devel- 
oping Combined Joint Task Forces (CJTFs) which could 
respond to European needs and contribute te the secu- 
rity of the Alliance. Mr. Perry demanded that these 
structures should remain under NATO contrsi, which 
certain European countries seem ready to accept. Would 
not giving way on this point doom to failure any 
common defense right from the start? 


[Dehaene] I would like to confirm that this achievement at 
the Brussels summit was at least as important as the 
Partnership for Peace, proposed at the same meeting. | 
believe it is very important for the European pillar of the 
Alliance to be able to use NATO’s operational capacity 
and we need political dialogue to arrive at a solution. This 
solution will no doubt be somewhere between the two 
extremes which have been taken up at the moment. But the 
development of the European pillar must not produce a 
parallel structure. I therefore consider it essential to return 
to the argument we submitted when we joined Eurocorps: 
The deveiopment of the CJTFs must respect the interests 
of NATO and the European Union. 


[LA LIBRE BELGIQUE] In mid-January you paid an 
official visit to Poland and the Czech Republic. Speaking of 
their cooperation with Western institutions, you used the 
term “irreversible.” But is not such a position rather timid? 
Would it not be more appropriate to speed up the process? 
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{{Dehaene] We are engaged in a process and we know, 
intuitively, where it will lead to. But that does not mean 
that the route is mapped out. One the one hand, we have 
proposed the Partnership for Peace; but the delicate time 
will come when we must conclude the operation by 
making choices, although we initiated the process 
without making any distinction between the partners. 
On the other hand, this process must be coupled with the 
development of a European security architecture in 
which Russia has its place. NATO will probably have to 
sign a special treaty with Russia. The balance will not be 
easy to find, because while we want to reassure Russia, 
we Cannot grant it the right to veto NATO policy. 


Plans To Discuss NATO 


LD1102163995 Brussels La Une Radio Network 
in French 1600 GMT 11 Feb 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Jean-Luc Dehaene is expected at 
the White House later on today at [word indistinct] and 
a half. His meeting with Bill Clinton is quite voviously 
the highiight of the prime minister's weck-iong visit to 
the United States. Jean-Luc Dehaene will be accompa- 
nied by Foreign Minister Frank Vandenbroucke. 


On the z_enda of the meeting, which is expected to last at 
least two hour), are the relations between the opposite 
sides of the /.tlantic and, consequently, the future of 
NATO. NATO has been looking for new reasons to 
justify its existence since the end of the Cold War and the 
collapse of the USSR. A new pact, or new Atlantic 
contract, has been mentioned increasingly over the last 
few days. 


Less than 48 hours after the summit between Clinton and 
Koh! in Washington, it would be surprising if the Belgians 
and the Americans did not also tackle the situation in 
Russia. Jean-Luc Dehaene and Bill Clinton will perhaps 
reiterate their support for Boris Yeltsin despite the bru- 
tality of the Russian authorities in Chechnya. 


U.S. Visit Begins 


BR1 302103895 Antwerp DE FINANCIEEL- 
EKONOMISCHE TIJD in Dutch 10 Feb 95 p 24 


[Article signed ““V VA”: “Dehaene Looking For Investors 
in United States; To Meet With Clinton Tomorrow”) 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Prime Minister Jean-Luc 
Dehaene’s official visit to the United States is starting 
today. The visit’s purpose is twofold. The prime minister 
wants to sell Belgium as the ideal business location in 
Europe to U.S. industry. There is also a political seg- 
ment. The key issue is the future of international orga- 
nizations: What is the role of the European Union, of 
NATO, and of the United Nations in the new world 
order? [passage omitted] 


Dehaene’s visit to the United States is subdivided into 
two segments. In Dallas, the emphasis will be on the 
economic ties between our country and the United 
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States. The prime minister will be visiting companies 
such as Texas Instruments, Fina, and Electronic Data 
Systems. A meeting 1s also scheduled with businessmen 
during which Dehaene will draw their attention to 
Europe's importance and to Belgium's good investment 
climate. More contacts with industry are scheduled in 
New York. 


The second segment focuses on politics. For this purpose, 
Dehaene 1s accompanied by Foreign Affairs Minister 
Frank Vandenbroucke who will not arrive until tomorrow 
because he is leading the parliamentary debate on Africa 
ioday. Dehaene and Vandenbroucke will have contacts 
with the Lneted Nations, the IMF, and the U.S. Govern- 
meni. Talks have been scheduled with UN Secretary 
General Butrus Butrus-Ghali, IMF Chairman Camdessus, 
Presiteot Clinton, Secretary of State Christopher, Secre- 
tary or Jetense Perry, and Labor Secretary Reich. 


Dunry jvese talks, they will mainly discuss topical 
subec's such @* the war in former Yugoslavia, the 
situaiio? 16 Cenccal Afica, and the Russian invasion in 
Chechnyé 12 addition, it has been revealed recently thai 
the United States requested Belgium to help monitonng 
the embargo against Irag. This would require our 
country to send a frigate. Defense Minister Karel 
riaxten has already stated that, due ty other commit- 
ments, no frigate will be available until next September. 


Another important topic is the relationship between 
Europe and the United States, more specifically, 
NATO's future. [passage omitted] 


Santer, Hungary's Horn Discuss EU, NATO 


BR1302104495 Antwerp GAZET VAN ANTWERPEN 
in Dutch 10 Feb 95 p 6 


[|Unattributed article: “Hungarian Prime Minister 
Seeking European Membership™] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Hungarian Prime Minister 
Gyula Horn believes that his country will be able to join 
the European Union by the year 2000. He expects 
massive support from the Union for the economic 
reforms which must still be impiemented in Hungary to 
that effect. During his three-day stay in Belgium, Prime 
Minister Horn assured his Belgian counterparts that 
Hungary will definitely go on with its reform policy, in 
spite of a government reshuffle involving the replace- 
ment of Finance Minister Laszlo Bekesi. 


Prime Minister Horn, who had already been welcomed by 
King Albert and Prime Minister Jean-Luc Dehaene on 
Wednesday {8 February], held talks with European Com- 
mission President Jacques Santer on Thursday. Hungary 
wants to jon the European Union, the Western European 
Union, and NATO and is willing te meet the necessary 
conditions, Prime Minister Horn stated at a news confer- 
ence. NATO will decide on the enlargement next 
December. So it is possible that Hungary will join NATO 
before joing the European Union. Horn stated that he 
expects the 1996 European Intergovernmental Conference 


FBIS-WEL-95-029 
13 February 1995 


to determine the accession conditions for the Central and 
East European [CFE] countries. Negotiations could then 
start in 1997. This should make it possible for Hungary to 
join the Union by 2000, Horn said. 


The European Commission reiterated the view adopted 
during the recent European Summit in Essen that an 
enlargement of the Union toward the CEE countnes is 
only possible in the (long) run. Essen orly gave a political 
signal that the CEE countries can eventually join the EU. 
According to the Commission spokesman, Santer 
refused to set a concrete date for Hungary's accession. 
First, the European Uzion should put its own house in 
order. In addition, it remains to be seen how the eco- 
nomic and political rapprochement between the EU and 
the CEE countries will evolve, Santer added. 


Separate Negotiations [subhead] 


The European Commission is drawing up a “White 
Paper” on the steps to be taken to start adjusting 
legislation in the CEE countries to the European rules. 
The Commission president added that the EU 1s willing 
to cooperate closely with the relevant countries to that 
effect. Santer’s reaction to Horn’s request to involve the 
CEE countries in the EU Interge vernmental Conference. 
was very cautious. The European summit conference of 
government leaders 1s solely competent to decide on that 
issue, he said. 


Santer agreed with Horn that the Union should not 
negotiate with the CEE countries as a whole. For every 
individual CEE country the EU shou!d examine when it 
can join. No other country in the region has made more 
progress in implementing the market economy than 
Hungary, Horn said. The government is going ahead 
with privatization. It focuses on the power sector, oil, 
gas, and electricity. It is important, however, that the 
European Union should support modernization in Hun- 
gary, especially in order to ensure stability in Europe. 


This Saturday, the Hungarian Prime Minister will be a 
guest at the solemn session of the European Honorary 
Senate in Antwerp. He will introduce Austrian Foreign 
Affairs Minister Alois Mock, who will be admitted to the 
Honorary Senate “e meritu en honoris causa.” 


Government Unveils New Policy on Africa 


LD1002212595 Paris Radio France International 
in French 1830 GMT 10 Feb 95 


[Report by Anne-Marie Mouradian from Brussels} 


[FBIS Translated Text] A heated and long debate in the 
Senate followed the presentation by the Belgian Govern- 
ment of the priorities of its new Afncan policy. Brussels’ 
relationship with its former colonies remains passionate 
and delicate. What Belgian family, said one parliamen- 
tarian, does not have some kind of link with Zaire, 
PR. wanda, or Burundi’ 
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The foreign minister said that it is time to turn the page 
of a policy that has often been neocolonial and to let the 
Africans take charge of their development and define 
their own path toward democracy. 


Three elements characterize this new Afncan policy. Bel- 
gium will cortinue to pay a lot of attention to southern 
Africa. From now on it will favor a multilateral action. As 
for Zaire, Brussels deplores the fact there is still no sign of 
independence of the Kengo government from President 
Mobutu. Brussels will not resume its cooperation with 
Kinshasa but will instead strengthen its aid to the Zairean 
population through nongovernmental organizations. 


Finally, Belgium would like to develop substantially its 
cooperation with southern Africa, particularly South 
Africa. Some speakers voiced concern that these new 
priorities may lead Belgium to abandon its three former 
southern African colonies at this time that they are expe- 
riencing the most dramatic situation in the continent. 


Vandenbroucke on Resuming Cooperation With 
Zaire 

LD1102093995 Paris Radio France International 

in French 0630 GMT 11 Feb 95 


[Remarks by Belgian Foreign Minister Frank Vanden- 
broucke on policy toward Zaire; place and date not 
given—recorded] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Belgium supports the process of 
peaceful transition to a democratic Zairian society. All 
political parties, all sides, the presidency, the radical 
opposition, the tendency to which Mr. Kengo belongs, 
signed an agreement in April 1994—the Transition Act. 
We would like to see this Transition Act being imple- 
mented and this 1s what we support. 


When we notice, however, that this Transition Act 1s not 
being implemented, that there are enormous problems, 
such as the control of monetary management, we say that 
at present the conditions have not been met for the 
resumption of official governmental cooperation. This 
does not mean that we will not organize emergency aid. 
Belgium has taken several actions concerning food secu- 
rity in recent months. 


Defense Minister Proposes Abolishing Draft 


BR1002153995 Brussels DE MORGEN in Dutch 
9 Feb 9S pl 


[Article signed “KVDB”: “Last Draftables Allowed To 
Go Home"] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Defense Minister Karel Pinxten 
(CVP [Christian People’s Party]) will “shortly” suggest to 
the government to send the Army's last draftables home as 
soon as possible. He announced this during his first major 
press conference since he took office two months ago. 
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“On | February, 819 draftables were still on active service,” 
Pinxten stated. “However, they are not carrying out any 
essential tasks within the Army. That is why I have con- 
tacted the Chiefs of Staff to check whether these boys can be 
missed. It appears not to pose a problem.” 


When Pinxten’s predecessor Leo Delicroix decided to 
abolish the draft from | January 1994 onward, it was 
assumed that a few dozens of draftables would still serve 
in the Army through the beginning of next century. Most 
of them are boys who asked .or postponement on 
account of their studies. 


For the current year some 2,500 draftables were still 
expected, but it turned out that there were much less of them. 


Says Pinxten: “Last year, 3,110 boys were drafted, but only 
819 were enlisted; The others were declared unfit or 
benefited from exceptional measures. In all, some 7,000 up 
to 7,500 boys are still in the pipeline, which should result 
in 2,200 draftables who should be actually enlisted.” 


With this “personal propesal,” which must still be ratified 
by the government, Pinxten gives in to objections, mainly 
on the part of the VLD [Flemish Liberal Democrats], who 
have insisted for a long time to grant “an indefinite leave” 
to the last draftables. Pinxten’s predecessor Delcroix cate- 
gorically refused to comply with the opposition’s request. 


Abolition Effective 1 Mar 


BR1302104095 Brusseis LA LIBRE BELGIQUE 
in French 10 Feb 95 p 3 


[Report signed “G.Dz™: No More Conscripts on | March} 


[FBIS Translated Text] As expected, the Council of 
Ministers has approved the national defense minister's 
proposal to permanently abolish compulsory military 
service from the end of February, that is from | March. 


Kare! Pinxten indicated that he has given instructions to 
the Chiefs of Staff so that the 819 conscripts still serving 
can return home by | March at the latest. The 2,200 
young people who should have started military service 
after this date will be notified by the Chiefs of Staff that 
they will no longer be drafted. 


The measure was welcomed by all the parties in this 
pre-election period. The Ecolo [Walloon Greens] and 
Agalev [Flemish Greens] parties deposited a proposal for a 
resolution with the Chamber, requesting the measure to be 
extended to include the 29 conscientious objectors com- 
pleting civilian service, plus draft evaders and absentees. 


The draft was in fact abolished in 1994, but individuals 
called up during previous years who had requested 
deferment still had to serve. In 1997, the Army should 
consist of just 40,000 soldiers and 5,000 civilians. Prior 
to 1994 it included 35,000 conscripts. 


The National Union of Military Personnel reacted 
angrily to this decision “which is inspired solely by 
electoral motives.” It stated that “soldiers are being 
reduced to the level of mercenaries.” 
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Major Agrees Framework Document "Must Be 
Diluted’ 


MS1202120495 London THE OBSERVER in English 
12 Feb 95 p 2 


[Report by Anthony Bevins and Eamonn Mallie: “Major 
Bows to Unionist Fears” 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] The Prime Minister has con- 
ceded that the political framework document being nego- 
tiated between London and Dublin must be diluted to 
take account of Ulster Unionist fears and concerns. 


The move could open up a counter-reaction from nation- 
alist and republican parties on the other side of Ulster’s 
divide and the Irish government. 


But John Major's U-turn signals a victory for those who 
leaked a partial text of a draft of the document earlier 
this month, triggering fierce Unionist protests. 


In an angry Commons rebuke, Ulster Unionist leader 
James Molyneaux said he and other political party 
representatives from Northern Ireland had been ‘denied 
the opportunity to ai least inject some degree of comnion 
sense and realism’ into the document. 


The Irish Foreign Minister, Dick Spring, is due to meet 
Ulster Secretary Sir Patrick Mayhew for further talks in 
Belfast on Tuesday. 


Mr Spring will also raise the question of British security 
force levels. He said last week that since the ceasefire, 
daytime Army patrols had been ended in Belfast, with 
patrol cuts in Derry, Newry and elsewhere. 


‘l look forward now to further early moves by the British 
authorities to reduce the profile of the security forces and 
to scale back the level of deployment in line with the 
situation now prevailing.’ 


The Prime Minister's office said yesterday that Mr 
Major wanted to keep Ulster’s party leaders ‘abreast, of 
developments on the document, which considers options 
for cross-border bodies and the constitutional relation- 
ship between London and Dublin. 


Last week Mr Major met John Hume, leader of the 
nationalist Social Democratic and Labour Party, and 
will see the Alliance Party’s John Alderdyce this week, 
followed by a session with Democratic Unionist Party 
leader lan Paisicy soon. A Number 10 spokesman said 
the Prime Minister was trying to take party leaders’ 
concerns into account. 


The spokesman insisted there was nothing new in that, but 
other British and Irish sources said there had been a 
definite change of stance; the process had been opened up. 


While there was no question of any single party dictating 
the terms of the agreement, one source said there would 
be little point in producing an Anglo-Irish document that 
would be rejected out of hand by the parties. The Prime 
Minister's office said that there would also ‘quite likely’ 
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be further contact between Mr Major and the Ulster 
party leaders before the document is published. 


Once the document has been published, the way will be 
open for ministerial talks with Sinn Fein, according to a 
Northern Ireland Office briefing paper, "Ground Rules 
for Political Talks’. 


Mr Hume said yesterday that up to 100 people were alive 
today who might have been killed if the cease-fires had 
not been called last year. He said Ministers should start 
urgent talks with Sinn Fein. 


Mayhew Says Government *Cherishes’ Union 


MS1302092095 London FINANCIAL TIMES 
in English 13 Feb 95 p 18 


[Report by John Kampfner: “Mayhew Tries to Allay 
Unionist Fears”} 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Sir Patrick Mayhew, Northern 
Ireland secretary, appealed to Ulster unionists yesterday 
not to allow their suspicions about the joint UK-lIrish 
framework document to turn them against negotiations. 


In a speech intended to appeal to the Protestant majority 
in the province and to anxious backbenchers in his own 
party, Sir Patrick told the Young Conservative confer- 
ence in Southport that ministers had no intention of 
encouraging a united Ireland. 


Ahead of his meeting tomorrow in Belfast with Mr Dick 
Spring, the Irish deputy prime minister, Sir Patrick said: 
“The government is not neutral. We cherish the union.” 


A motion supporting Sir Patrick was passed by a sizeable 
majority, but not before he was severely criticised by several 
speakers, including the chairman of the Young Conserva- 
tives [YC]. Mr Graham Montgomery, head of the YC’s 
Ireland branch, said the “policy of neutrality has brought 
shame on the Conservative government”. Another said: 
“the terrorist tail is wagging the government dog”. 


Sir Patrick told them: “Nothing that we jointly proposed 
will impinge on the present status of Northern Ireland, 
nor dilute in any way the sovereignty and integrity of the 
United Kingdom. And for the best of all reasons: it 
would never gain consent, anc consent is everything.” 


But he stressed that no settlement was possible “without 
some give and take’. He urged all sides to look at the 
problem more dispassionately. It was inipossible, he 
said, to avoid Sinn Fein representatives and those asso- 
ciated in the past with violence if they embraced the 
political process. 


Sir Patrick told the conference that the framework doc- 
ument which both sides say is virtually ready, would lay 
the groundwork for Northern Ireland’s politicians to 
become directly involved in government for the first 
time in two decades, through a directly elected assembly 
at Stormont. 
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“Politics in Northern Ireland today, under direct rule, 
are almost exclusively the politics of opposition. That is 
very understandable. It is also very negative,” he said. 


But he shed no further light on government thinking on 
the most vexed problem—the jurisdiction and account- 
ability of proposed cross-border executive bodies. The 
issue will be at the forefront of the meeting between Sir 
Patrick and Mr Spring. 


Sir Patrick also sought to counter the campaign for the 
release of private Lee Clegg, the paratrooper sentenced 
to life imprisonment for killing a young joy rider. The 
security forces, he said, had to abide by the law. 


Clarke Pleads For Less Dogma, More Sense 


MS1002142995 London THE TIMES in English 
10 Feb 95 p8 


[Edited version” of UK Chancellor Kenneth Clark’s 
speech to European Movement; on 9 Feb] 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] A positive role for Britain in 
Europe enhances our position in the world, benefits 
greatly our economy and ultimately strengthens, not 
weakens, the British nation. 


Our goal should be a strong Britain in the heart of a strong 
Europe, a Europe of strong nation states acting together to 
further common interests where they exist, but retaining the 
essential features of national identity. The bottom line on 
every proposed new policy should always be: “Would this 
European policy be good for Britain?” 


We should not feel guilty or apologetic about that. 
Germans ask if European policies are good for Germany, 
and Frenchmen ask if European policies are good for 
France. It is entirely right for each member state to ask if 
Europe is serving its legitimate national self-interest. 


Active membership of the European Union does serve 
our national self-interest. The political achievements of 
the European Community have been immense. Britain’s 
political influence in the world remains strong—in the 
Security Council, in the G7 and in our special relation- 
ship with the United States. We are the key players now 
alongside and with our powerful neighbours and friends, 
France and Germany. We must now allow Britain to 
become marginalised in Europe. 


The ability of British firms to compete in Europe will 
depend on the ability of the British Government to shape 
economic policy in Europe in support of British inter- 
ests. But we will only be able to influence economic 
policy if we are prepared to engage in the political 
process with our partners in Europe. 


Whether or not Britain should participate in a single 
currency is one of the most important economic policy 
decisions that the British Parliament will eventually 
have to make. At the moment discussion about it is 
producing more heat and less light than any other subject 
in British political debate. 
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Let me take a few moments to look at some of the economic 
issues involved and separate them from the kneejerk reac- 
tions that mention of the single currency all too often 
generates. What are the potential benefits? By reducing an 
element of instability and removing the risk of competitive 
devaluations, a single currency could improve the efficiency 
of the single market. By providing an exchange rate cer- 
tainty that, alas, the ERM [Exchange Rate Mechanism] did 
not deliver, a single currency could lead to stronger trade 
and investment links to the benefit of all. Monetary union 
could—and I emphasise could—secure low inflation and 
lower and more stable interest rates over the medium term. 
We could all benefit from being part of a Europewide 
low-inflation zone. And, of course, a single currency within 
Europe would reduce the costs that bus nesses and tourists 
face every time they exchange money. 


Of course, the adoption of a single currency would not be 
without its risks. An ill-thought-out, ill-conceived mon- 
etary union would do Europe harm. I entirely under- 
stand those who say that after the unhappy experience of 
our participation in the ERM they will need some 
persuading that a single currency is either feasible or 
desirable. The potential pitfalls of a single currency are 
well known. As the Prime Minister said last Friday: 
unless the economic conditions were right, a single 
currency would tear the European Union apart. 


A single currency would not work unless the participating 
European economies were marching as one. The conditions 
for convergence of the European Union economies are 
unlikely to be in place for some time. The Maastricht treaty 
laid down guidelines for government debt, the budget def- 
icit, inflation and long-term interest rates, which would 
certainly need to be satisfied before a single currency could 
be established. Ai the end of last year, at Essen, the forecasts 
predicted that by the end of 1996, the date from which a 
single currency could first be introduced, only Britain, 
Germany and Luxembourg seemed likely to satisfy these 
criteria. That is why I said about a year ago and have said 
several times since that there is not a snowball’s chance in 
Hades of Europe embarking successfully on economic and 
monetary union in 1997. 


It would be folly for us to decide firmly now one way or the 
other simply in response to the short-term political pres- 
sures of today. As the Prime Minister said last week, “to say 
yes Or no now is to operate on hunch not facts”. That is why 
we opted at Maastricht to keep an open choice on whether 
or not we would decide to join EMU. We did so because we 
know that we must never again repeat the mistake of 
deciding to join in European policies late in the day after we 
had let the others write the rules. We also opted to play a full 
part in the work on EMU in order to influence that work 
before we exercised that choice. 


The time has come for a sensible and an informed debate 
on these and many other serious issues. There are some 
in Europe who seem willing to disregard economic logic 
in a headlong dash for monetary union. For them, 
monetary union is the necessary impetus to full political 
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union. But the havoc that would result from a precipi- 
tous and badly prepared move to a single currency would 
undermine the political unity that the enthusiasts for a 
deeper political union are seeking. At the other end of 
the spectrum are those who see any move to a single 
currency as an uracceptable undermining of this coun- 
try’s sovereignty that should be resisted at any cost. 


Both these views are far too simplistic. They both 
assume gigantic step towards political union. For some 
that is seen as desirable. For others not so. 


It is quite possible to have monetary union without 
political union. It 1s a mistake to believe that monetary 
union need be a huge step on the path to a federal 
Europe. The Austrian Schilling has been fixed against the 
Deutschemark for thirteen years and Dutch short-term 
interest rates have not diverged from German rates by 
more than 0.8 per cent in 8 years. Yet nobody would 
deny that Austria and The Netherlands are sovereign 
states. Britain and Ireland enjoyed a de facto monetary 
union for 50 years after Irish independence. 


We must not allow the decision on whether or not to 
participate in a single currency to be clouded by political 
dogma. Any decision must be based on a hard-headed 
assessment of British national self- interest in terms of 
jobs, capital investment and our ability to sell our goods 
and services in world markets. 


Single European Currency Said Good for Business 
MS1302091395 London FINANCIAL TIMES 

in English 13 Feb 95 p 9 

[Finance Chiefs Expect EMU by End of Century”] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Finance directors of some of 
Britain’s biggest companies are sure there will be a single 
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European currency by the turn of the century—and most 
of them believe it will be good for their companies. 


Only a very small minority suggest that it would be 
“positive” for their companies if other European coun- 
tries went ahead with a single currency without Britain. 


These are some of the results of a MORI survey in which 
100 finance directors drawn from Britain’s 500 biggest 
companies were questioned on behalf of BBC Televi- 
sion’s MONEY PROGRAMME, broadcast last night. 


Nearly half of those questioned—46 per cent suggested 
that the government was not doing a good job at han- 
dling the single currency issue on behalf of British 
business interests, while 30 per cent said the government 
was doing a good job. 


Thirty-seven per cent believed it was “certain” or “very 
likely” that there would be a single European currency by 
1999 and 53 per cent suggested it would be in place by 2001. 


Some 60 per cent said a single European currency would 
be “good” for their companies while only 12 per cent 
said it would be “bad”. Only 5 per cent suggested there 
would be a “positive effect” if other European Union 
countries introduced a single currency without Britain. 
Some 38 per cent said it would have a “negative effect” 
and 49 per cent suggested it would “have no effect” 


As man: ~s 60 per cent of the directors said that, on balance, 
Britain’. membership of the European Union had been good 
for the companies. Only 12 per cent said it had been bad. 


Some 68 per cent said trade with other European Union 
countries was either “very important” or “fairly important” 
for their companies, compared with 32 per cent who indi- 
cated it was “not very important” or “not at all important”. 
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Commentary Views U.S. Support for Yeltsin 


AU1002185595 Hamburg DIE ZEIT in German 
10 Feb 95 p 8 


{Commentary by Ulrich Schiller: “Boris Still Remains a 
Partner™] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Invited to dinner in Kozyrev’s 
house—who does that happen to? Charles Gati recently 
had the honor in Moscow. The gentlemen know each 
other from the early days of their career, when they met 
in the course of the two superpowers’ dialogue on 
disarmament and detente. One of them became Russian 
foreign minister, the other is an employee of the Foreign 
Policy Institute of the Johns-Hopkins University and the 
husband of the chief of the Research Dc artment in the 
State Department. 


Charles Gati was surprised twice during the dinner: 
Andrey Kozyrev had also invited Sergey Kovalev, fighter 
for human rights, to dinner and Gati was permitted to 
publish the essence of the table talk in the NEW YORK 
TIMES. He was even probably supposed to do this because 
the foreign minister wanted to convey important things to 
the American public: The democratic reforms in Russia 
are alive; he would give his life for the right to free speech 
of the critic of the war in Chechnya, Kovalev. And there is 
no alternative to Yeltsin. Kozyrev: “If Yeltsin does not 
survive politically, Zhirinovskiy will win.” 


It is probably only Americans who manage to get close to 
the Russian elites in such a special way, which results 
from the awareness of nuclear power. There the Russians 
learned to appreciate the value of good public relations 
work. Andrey Kozyrev knew that Gati's table talk in 
Moscow would become required reading in U.S. foreign 
policy circles. He also knows the topics of the U.S. 
debate on Russia: How has the disaster in Chechnya 
shifted power in Moscow? What does it mean for the 
reforms? What conclusions will the United States draw? 


With the question of whether Boris Yeltsin himself has 
not looked like Vladimir Zhirinovskiy for a long time, 
that is, nationalist, brutal, and unpredictable, Repub- 
lican Senator McConnell has brought the whole skepti- 
cism of the new Congress about Clinton's policy on 
Russia home to Deputy Secretary of State Talbott. It is 
too much cut to size for Yeltsin, it is said. 


Of course, “the horrible situation” in Chechnya, the 
“excessive use of military force,” and “the disregard of 
human lives” are condemned at Warren Christopher's 
level in the State Department; there the Russian Gov- 
ernment’s inability reasonably to think through prob- 
lems between a region and the federal state, between the 
central government and the minorities is criticized. 


At the same time, however, it is stated at the State 
Department that every assessment that the war in 
Chechnya has stifled the reforms is premature. Setbacks 
are no reason to cut aid to Russia. And Yeltsin? “He is 
the elected president.”’ Christopher's advisers on Russia 
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are working on the assumption that Yeltsin is neither a 
regular drinker nor the tool of some reactionaries and 
that he made the most important decisions on Chechnya 
himself. 


It is true that Yeltsin has lost the support of reformers 
such as Gaydar and Yavlinskiy, but his position at home 
is undisputed and may even have been strengthened 
because the preservation of Russia’s integrity is desired, 
it is assumed. One has to live with an increased emphasis 
on Russian interests. However, imperialist ambition has 
largely stifled the adventure in Chechnya. The progress 
of privatization and the freedom of the press, which still 
exists in principle, show that for all that Yeltsin still 
wants to reduce the old Soviet structures further. It is 
true that things are often chaotic, but not totalitarian, it 
is assumed. 


The reproach that Clinton’s policy toward Russia is only 
based on Yeltsin does not hold water. Vice President Al 
Gore is cultivating purposeful contacts with Prime Min- 
ister Chernomyrdin—who would not be inconceivable as 
an alternative to Yeltsin; the U.S. endorsement of new 
loans and support funds for the ruble by the IMF goes 
beyond the president's person. Several institutes, coun- 
seling firms, and authorities with exchange programs are 
busy promoting the structural change at all levels. 


The Clinton Administration wants to maintain this 
course. Americans who usually advocate “immediate 
results” are now calling for patience with Kussia. 
Together with the OSCE, it has to be seen to through all 
channels that the shooting and killing coines to an end 
and human rights are guaranteed in Chechnya, with 
Russia’s integrity being preserved, it 1s stated. 


In addition, the United States has to consider other 
things. Russia’s reaction to the false start of a Norwegian 
research missile illustrated Moscow’s continuing sensi- 
tivity over security questions. The fact that the Repub- 
licans are pressing for new work on antimissile systems 
and are calling on Clinton to cancel talks on the relevant 
treaty for the time being is creating nervousness in the 
Kremlin. However, at least five big issues concerning 
peace and security are on the diplomatic agenda and 
require President Yeltsin’s cooperation. 


The ratification of START 2—the reduction of nuclear 
arms arsenals to 3,000 to 3,500—is due. The treaty has 
been submitted to the Senate. It is to be ratified by 
spring. Since even Jesse Helms, the senator who always 
Says no, is advocating it, START 2 is regarded as 
guaranteed in the United States. The Russians, who are 
granted fewer systems than the Americans, are still 
hesitating. Finally, the renewal of the worldwide treaty 
on the nonproliferation of nuclear arms is pending. The 
situation in former Yugoslavia has to be discussed. All 
this requires sustained cooperation. Before the debate on 
NATO’s enlargement, more intensive consultations with 
the allies are first required. 
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Last weekend [4-5 February] at the defense conference in 
Munich, U.S. Defense Secretary Perry made the U.S. 
attitude clear. He suggested the establishment of a per- 
manent consultative committee to provide relations 
between NATO and Russia with a formal structure. 
Perry said literally: “Whatever we resolve, NATO is 
committed to keeping Russia fully informed. There will 
be no surprises and Russia will not be isolated.” 


In the camp of the conservatives, even a changed NATO 
is seen as a “counterweight” to Russia. Observers of 
U.S.-Russian relations point out that many Americans 
still see relations as antagonistic. On the other hand, 
Peter Semler, a member of the U.S. Embassy in Moscow 
for many years, warns against putting Russia in the 
situation of the Weimar Republic: tsolated and not 
accepted by the European powers. John Newhouse, an 
arms control specialist under Presidents Ford and 
Carter, 1s advocating the idea of a North Pacific confer- 
ence as a step on the road toward a treaty organization of 
the seven bordering states, the United States, Russia, 
Japan, China, Canada, and the two Koreas. In New- 
house’s opinion, such an association might neutralize 
Russia's fixation on the security problems of its western 
border. It would have to be added that it might also make 
the Americans more aware that Russia is its immediate 
neighbor across the Bering Straits. 


In view of the mass of U.S.-Russian problems, should 
President Clinton accept Yeltsin's invitation to Moscow 
after all? What advice is Helmut Kohl, who will be 
visiting him in the White House on Thursday, going to 
give him? 


Kohl's U.S. Visit Deemed Successful 


AU 1002154795 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German 10 Feb 95 p 2 


{Commentary by Leo Wieland: “The Narrow Victor 
from Bonn in a New Washington World”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] The personal harmony between 
“Bill” and “Helmut” leaves nothing to be desired, but 
the cool power relationship has changed. Chancellor 
Kohl, the narrow victor from Bonn, encountered a new 
world in Washington on Thursday. He took into account 
the fact that for the remaining two years of President 
Clinton’s term, the Capitol has become a center of power 
more or less equal to the White House. Thus, he spent 
the morning with a pro-German politician on one end of 
Pennsylvania Avenue, and spent the afternoon in Con- 
gress at the other end of the avenue with the Republican 
“counter-president” Gingrich, together with declared 
presidential candidate Dole and key foreign and security 
policy figures from both congressional parties. Not until 
dinner did the two government leaders, who share a love 
of food, meet again. 


Kohl's one-day official visit was the first since the 
October Bundestag elections and the subsequent 
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November Congressional elections. In the eyes of Amer- 
icans, the chancellor carries less foreign policy weight 
because of his smaller political majority and the Free 
Democratic Party [FDP] coalition partner who ts 
cavorting among voters at large. Contrary to Washing- 
ton’s wishes regarding Germany, which remains an 
important country to Americans and 1s closely associ- 
ated with them, it has also become recognized here that 
no truly energetic international peacekeeping role can be 
expected from Bonn for the time being. Nevertheless, 
Kohl's efforts and his government in this direction are 
being noted, recognized, and encouraged. 


On the other hand, the American President, despite his 
double role as head of government and commander of 
the armed forces, seems to carry even less foreign policy 
weight in some respects. The Republican majority in the 
Senate and House of Representatives has not only begun 
to redefine the balance of power and replow the domestic 
policy and social policy landscape with a demanding 
“Contract with America”, it has also introduced some 
new tones in international relations—tones that irritate 
the White House—and indicated that it may make a few 
more contributions to this sphere. 


The spectrum of topics and trials of strength ranges from 
NATO expansion to Bosnia, from the financing of UN 
peacekeeping missions to foreign aid, and took place 
against the background of a struggle over a new defense 
budget and a new variation of SDI. In some areas, 
foreign policy cooperation between the Democrat 
Clinton and the Republican Capitol leadership has 
turned out to be smoother than expected. With his quiet 
but determined demeanor, Secretary of State Christo- 
pher has turned out to be an effective spokesman for the 
agenda in force until now. Thus, Republicans have 
abandoned sanctions against Russia because of Chech- 
nya, have not reopened the nuclear package with North 
Korea, have signaled the Senate’s agreement with the 
START-2 treaty, and have hardly said anything against 
an indefinite and unconditional extension of the Nuclear 
Test Ban and Non-Proliferation Treaties. 


As far as the Mexican financial crisis is concerned, 
Clinton has even displayed a surprising surge of leader- 
ship vitality that has clearly improved his weakened 
structure. He ignored the disorientated Congress, which 
had been indulging in a passive debate, and offered $20 
billion in aid out of his own budget. If he wanted to show 
that he has become an uncrowned “King of America” in 
foreign policy matters, he chose a good example for the 
sake of his own interests and those of the United States 
and his southern neighbor. 


But on other fronts, the President and Congress seem 
more and more to be on a collision course. Two bills by 
Senator Dole—the majority leader is seeking a profile in 
foreign policy and is thinking of his presidential candi- 
dature in 1996—are giving Clinton a headache. One of 
these bills, in the guise of a reform of the War Powers 
Resolution calling for a drastic reduction in funds for 








This report may contain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 








FBIS-WEU-95-029 
13 February 1995 


international peace missions, directly affects his deci- 
sionmaking capacity as commander in chief of the armed 
forces. Clinton's only consolation is that Dole might not 
want to take the President’s self-imposed impotence too 
far because he wants to be President himself. The other 
bill concerns the lifting of the arms embargo against the 
Bosnian Muslims. Dole recently expressed his displea- 
sure with the stance of the allies on this matter during his 
recent European trip, especially in London. If Clinton, 
who ts out to stop America from going it alone, wants to 
counteract the increasing anti-embargo mood on Capitol 
Hill, he will have to carry this argument to the very brink 
of a veto. 


For Kohl, who came to Washington in order to ascertain, 
among other things, the mood on Capitol Hill and how 
much influence Clinton still nas, the Munich Defense 
Forum debate a few days earlier must have served as a 
good gauge of this mood and influence. In Munich, 
American guests from both parties expressed their con- 
cern about the “new world order” (Senator Cohen) 
which numerous Democrats and Republicans are imple- 
menting, the “profound damage to NATO’s credibility” 
caused by Bosnia (Senator Nunn), the democratic reform 
course in Russia, and Moscow’s “second Afghanistan” in 
Chechnya. These topics were also at the top of Kohl's 
agenda in talks with Clinton, together with the question 
of President Yeltsin's credibility as a “partner for 
peace.” At the same time the Americans’ direct influence 
on conflicts in the Caucasus and Balkans seemed to be as 
ineffective as Clinton’s unsuccessful effort the night 
before to resolve the baseball strike in his own country. 


Fortunately, there are few points of friction between Wash- 
ington and Bonn. The Americans are still upset about the 
nuclear trade between German enterprises and Iran. As a 
result, Kohl's visit served to encourage further criticism, 
including criticism by the Washington Nuclear Control 
Institute on plans to power a Munich reactor with highly 
enriched weapons-grade uranium. In the humanitarian 
sphere, an important place was reserved for the case of 
American Hugo Princz, a survivor of Auschwitz who 
nonetheless lost several relatives there. Vice President 
Gore and illustrious senators and congressmen petitioned 
both Kohl and Clinton concerning the 72 year-old man’s 
neverending struggle to receive German compensation (he 
is said to have asked for $17 million). 


Kohl was a welcome guest for all those Americans who 
fear the gradual emergence of a transatlantic rift and 
consider the relationship with Germany to be a major 
factor for the future of NATO and European integration. 
Kohl's personal image as a proven “Atlantic man” and 
“European” is remarkable. In addition, his visit has 
taken place at a time when even the pro-Atlantic people 
in Congress feel that they are encountering stronger 
isolationist counter-currents. But during the visit, these 
two currents became mingled in opaque waters con- 
sisting of various statements ranging from a no to UN 
peace missions, via doubts in the expediency of the U.S. 
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military presence abroad, right up to a clear desire for 
rapid NATO expansion. As an obvious internationalist, 
Kohl had something to say on this matter form the point 
of view of the old world, which is somewhat closer to 
Russia. 


Reasons for Koh! Washington Visit Assessed 


AU1202210895 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German 11 Feb 95 p 10 


[“g-n.”-signed commentary: “Links”™] 


[FBIS Translated Text] One may ask oneself what was 
the point of the chancellor's 10-hour visit to Wash- 
ington, because there already exists a large, experienced 
apparatus with bilateral links and ties to multilateral 
institutions that can deal with everything that has to be 
discussed. Thus, the visit could not have been about 
exchanging more information, but about concentrating 
on the formulation of decisions. It is something that one 
simply cannot imagine enough: Even statesmen who can 
telephone each other need tete-a-tete meetings at regular 
intervals to exchange assessments and to see how their 
partner's line of thinking ties in with the impression 
created by his person and strength of mind. It allows 
links to be established. In the best case, it affirms the 
relationship. On this occasion, Kohl wanted to draw the 
leaders of the mew congressional majority, Dole and 
Gingrich, into the process of exchanging views and to 
impress upon them that there was a continuing need for 
a policy of cooperation between the United States and 
West Europe, especially with regard to the warring 
parties in Bosnia, the uncertainties surrounding Russia, 
and the NATO expansion project. 


Kinkel Urges ‘Speedy Aid’ for People of Bihac 


LD/302125095 Berlin DDP/ADN in German 
1226 GMT 13 Feb 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Bonn (DDP/ADN)—German 
Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel is urging speedy aid for 
the people in the UN-protected zone of Bihac. Kinkel 
said in Bonn today he is in close contact with his French 
counterpart Alain Juppe to bring about a European 
contribution for Bihac. The situation there is “unaccept- 
able.” “The suffering civilian population has had to 
endure renewed military attacks” since Friday. 


Kinkel on NATO, UN, Chechnya Conflict 


AU1202161495 Berlin DIE WELT in German 
11 Feb 95 p 3 


[Interview with Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel by Karl- 
Ludwig Guensche; place and date not given: “Kinkel 
Defends Bonn’s Attitude Toward Yeltsin”’] 


[FBIS Translated Text] [Guensche] Are the various 
international organizations in the midst of a crisis? 


[Kinkel] Yes, there are problems within the United 
Nations and with the organization as such; we also have 
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problems with the OSCE and NATO. I would hesitate to 
call it a crisis, however. NATO has problems with Russia 
because it 1s considering the alliance’s eastward expan- 
sion. The situation with respect to the United Nations ts 
that following the resolution of the East-West conflict, 
the organization found itself faced with a plethora of 
tasks that it is scarcely able to fulfill. Something that 
applies to both NATO and the United Nations 1s that 
they can only be as strong as their member-states permit 
them to be. The way that Russia is violating human 
rights, international law, and OSCE principles in 
Chechnya is a bad thing. 


[Guensche] Has it been possible to find a concept for a 
new security structure? 


[Kinkel] We have a concept. Its implementation, how- 
ever, is not that simple. No one could have expected a 
new political, economic, and security architecture to be 
conjured up immediately following the revolutions in 
Central and Eastern Europe and the former Soviet 
Union. We have now experienced quite a considerable 
setback with the Chechnya crisis. Nevertheless, this 
should not prevent us from systemically working toward 
the development of a new architecture. I am convinced 
that we will succeed in that. 


[Guensche] Are there too few builders at work on a 
European architecture? 


[Kinkel] I would not agree with that. We face the 
enormous task of having to incorporate Russia with its 
standing army of 3 million men, an enormous weapons 
arsenal, with nuclear weapons, and the Black Sea Fleet 
into this security structure. You simply cannot expect 
too much in such a short period of time. The events in 
Chechnya have made the countries of Central and East 
Europe feel that they have to join NATO more quickly 
while Russia, which fears isolation, has become more 
afraid of these countries joining NATO rapidly. 


[Guensche] What should Russia do in the Chechnya 
conflict? 


[Kinkel] I think Yeltsin and the Russian Government 
have to find a way of extricating themselves from this 
conflict, which they are trying to deal with in an irre- 
sponsible manner. Russia has to initiate a dialogue with 
legitimate democratic forces in Chechnya with a view to 
achieving an autonomy settlement for Chechnya within 
the framework of the Russian Constitution. I consider 
that to be possible. Yeltsin still has an opportunity and a 
duty to reverse things. 


[Guensche] What contribution can we make toward 
achieving peace? 


[Kinkel] I rejected what human rights activist Kovalev 
had to say about the West making polite noises and 
leaving things at that. I said we were pursuing precisely 
the kind of policy that he recommended: a balance 
between pressure and assistance. 
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{Guensche] In addition to Chechnya, does Bosnia also 
represent a minus for thr overall security situation? 


{[Kinkel] Unfortunately, there are a great many things 
that are still to be solved in Bosnia. We have managed, 
however, to make some progress. No one is prepared to 
send ground troops there. We Germans should under- 
stand that in particular. The crucial point regarding the 
situation in Bosnia is the interaction between the United 
Nations and NATO. NATO’s role there is that of a 
subcontractor and thus it can only act to the extent that 
the United Nations wishes it to. The United Nations 
does not, of course, want to become a fourth party in the 
conflict there. It also has a responsibility for the well- 
being of the UN troops who are there. That has made the 
United Nations cautious. 


[Guensche] Can the pullout of the blue helmets still be 
avoided? 


{Kinkel] My impression 1s that President Tudjman will not 
reverse his decision on terminating the UN Protection 
Forces mandate. What we are now seeking is that he 
should permit a contingent of 5,000 UN troops to remain 
in Croatia. That still means, however, that NATO has to 
prepare for a pullout. It is also making preparations for a 
withdrawal from Bosnia, which I do not see as being 
compelled by the pullout from Croatia and 1s something 
that should be prevented for as long as possible. 


Kinkel: West No Longer To Tolerate Chechnya 


AU 1102184095 Paris AFP in English 1812 GMT 
1] Feb 95 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Bonn, Feb |! (AFP)}—Foreign 
Minister Klaus Kinkel called Saturday [11 February] for 
an immediate end to the fighting in Chechnya and 
warned Moscow that the West would no longer tolerate 
Russia's actions in the breakaway republic. 


In an interview with the weekly WELT AM SONNTAG. 
released ahead of publication Sunday. Kinkel said that 
the Russians should end their military intervention in 
Chechnya “as soon as possible” and not start again. 


“The Russian Government must not hope that the West, 
out of concern for preserving stability and the reform 
process, is prepared to tolerate its behavior in Chechnya 
any longer,” Kinkel said. 


“Those who claim to be a democracy must also act 
democratically,” he added. 


Russia’s top human rights official, Sergey Kovalev, 
meanwhile, again criticized the German Government for 
responding “too feebly” to the Russian invasion of 
Chechnya, which began December |! in an effort by the 
Kremlin to halt a separatist rebellion. Thousands of 
people have since been killed. 


Those who want peace in Chechnya should impose 
sanctions at the very least, Kovalev wrote in an article 
for the weekly BILD AM SONNTAG. 
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Bonn has consistently maintained that the Chechnya 
conflict is an internal Russian affair. When Chancellor 
Helmut Kohl visited Washington Thursday, he agreed 
with President Bill Clinton on the need to support 
Russian President Boris Yeltsin despite Moscow’s errors 
in Chechnya. 


Commentary Warns of Yeltsin ‘Persomality Cult’ 
AU 1002163295 Berlin DIE WELT in German 
10 Feb 95 p6 


{Commentary by Carl Gustaf Stroehm: “Personality Cult” 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Ever since Russia’s Defense 
Minister Grachev called the Russian human rights 
activist and Duma deputy Kowalev a “trasior” and a 
“criminal,” a “scoundrel” and 2 “rascal,” the justified 
question has arisen whether the West has once again 
backed the wrong horse in Moscow. President Yeltsin 
wants to dissolve the Gordian knot in Chechnya by 
declaring all Chechen soldiers “bandits” and Chechen 
President Dadayev a “bandit leader.” That means: The 
Chechens have to be shot like nasty gangsters, if neces- 
sary. But anyone who appeals to human kindness, 
reason, and judgment is a traitor himself—and thus half 
Chechen, so to speak. 


Yeltsin’s old rival and enemy, Mikhail Gorbachev, joined 
in the debate recently. Speaking on the U.S, Radio Liberty, 
he accused Yeltsin of having turned Russia into an 
“unconditional state” that is headed by a poliipuro that is 
not mentioned in the Constitution. Gorbachev also spoke 
of “Yeltsin's specific problems”—obviously a hint to the 
Russian president’s drinking habits. 


The exchange of roles between Yeltsin and Gorbachev 
gives an insight into Russia's internal situatron. Back in 
1991, it was Yeltsin who accused the then party chairman 
of the Soviet Communist Party and leader of the Soviet 
Union of acting undemocratically and being responsible 
for the bloody intervention of Soviet special forces in 
Vilniws, Lithuania, and Tbilisi, Georgia. Today, nobody 
remembers Yeltsin as an advocate of the rights of the 
Baltic states and the nght of self-determination of the 
non-Russian Soviet republics. In 1991, most of the 
Western politicians were committed to Gorbachev and his 
slogan of “maintaining the Soviet Union,” and they con- 
sidered Yeltsir. to be a highly inconvenient troublemaker. 


The change of Russia's president from an advocate of 
self-determination into a “bandit hunter” in Chechnya 
and Gorbachev's development from a savior of the 
communist system to a democrat who calls “dictator” 
Yeltsin to his senses—these are only two symptoms 
showing the ambivalence of Russia's development. Sev- 
eral other tendencies could be mentioned here that are 
just as strange (sometimes even threatening): From the 
figure of Vladimir Zhirinovskyi as leader of the Russian 
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liberal democrats to ““old war-horse” Aleksandr Rutskoy, 
whose new political movement Dershawa (which trans- 
lates as a mixture of power, state, and empire) openly 
demands Russia’s restoration within the borders of the 
old Soviet Union. 


In the former Soviet republics, this has led to fears that 
they could themselves suffer the fate of the Chechens. 
Dmitro Pavlicko, deputy chairman of the Ukrainian 
Democratic Party—at the same time a well-known poet, 
but also deputy and member of the Chechnya Commis- 
sion in the Kiev parliament—drastically summed up 
these concerns in a poem published in a Kiev paper: Like 
back in the 19th century, the Chechens have again fought 
for their freedom, it says. But: “Europe, the old whore, 
covers its treacherous face behind a veil....”” The hesitant, 
opportunistic way in which European politicians have 
dealt with the massacre in Chechnya has dampened the 
enthusiasm for Europe of many Central and Eastern 
Europeans. Can there be a united Europe if the Central 
and Eastern Europeans feel that they have been sold 
down the river by us? 


The West, including Germany, always makes the same 
mistake in dealing with the “Russian problem.” As most 
people in the West have an uncanny feeling about 
Russia—despite assertions to the contrary—they tend to 
persoralize it: They used to cling to the person of 
Brezhnev—some people may still remember the fears 
that broke out in Bonn when the secretary general and 
inventor of the “Brezhnev Doctrine” was taken ill: What 
was to become of the Soviet Union without Brezhnev? 
He must be supported and kept alive as long as possible, 
people said back then. 


Later there was Gorbachev, who soon turned into Gorbi. 
They also wanted to help him at any cost—at a time, 
when Russia was long through with him politically. Thus 
the last secretary general of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union was celebrated as a guru and savior even 
by the Christian Democratic and Christian Social 
Unions, until they finally realized that there was nothing 
behind him any more. 


Now Yeltsin is being backed—although it has long 
become apparent that he has ceased to be what the West 
has considered him to be for a long time. 


Is it not high time for the West to free itself from such 
comfortable personalizations and to look more into the 
regularities in Russian politics? There is a Russian saying 
that “Moscow does not believe in tears.” The question is 
not whether the Russians are “good” or “bad"’—these 
would be unpolitic categones. Anyone who tres to 
understand Russia as such and wants to avoid the 
mistake of regarding it as a kind or “potential West,” will 
soon realize: Russia remains difficult, even unpredict- 
able, also without the red flags on its roofs. The question 
“Russia where are you heading?” which the great poet 
Nikolay Gogol put in the 19th century has remained 
unanswered to this day. 
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Tough Put Polite Stand Toward Yeltsin Urged 


AU 1002164295 Berlin DIE WELT in German 
10 Feb 95 p6 


{Commentary by Bernt Conrad: “Tough But Polite™] 


[FBIS Translated Text} How clearly and how frankly may 
people talk with and about one another in international 
relations? This age-old issue has become of current interest 
again since the beginning of the Russian invasion of 
Chechnya. According to the Moscow human nghts com- 
missioner. Sergey Kovalev, the West's reaction should 
have been tougher from the start. In fact, the Western 
countnes have formulated their criticism of Yeltsin's 
approach so politely that the Russian press could easily 
transform them into compliments, Kovalev said in Bonn. 
It is true that Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel contradicted 
him immediately. But what his Russian visitor had to say 
should give him, too, food for thought: “One must use a 
language that the Kremlin understands.” 


In practice, however, it is often not easy to get oneself in 
the mght mood for such a language. Federal Chancellor 
Kohl, for instance, made a mistake by comparing, in 
1986. the former Soviet party chief Mikhail Gorbachev 
with Goebbels. It took him years to reconcile Gorbachev, 
who was later his friend. Kohl's predecessor Helmut 
Schmidt had made a grave faux pas toward a very 
different. but possibly even more difficult partner when 
his remark leaked out in 1980 that Israel's chief of 
government Begin was a threat to peace. 


So frankness must never be accompanied by insults— 
and it must reflect real opportunities of influence. This is 
precisely what Kinkel failed to see when he bluntly said 
at the beginning of his term in office that the Serbs must 
be forced down on their knees. In reality, however, no 
one was ready to do so. 


How clarity can be demonstrated in the proper form was 
shown by Foreign Min’ster Hans-Dietrich Genscher who 
otherwise was rather cautious. In Damascus in 1979, he 
spontaneously countered anti-American, anti-Isr2zli, 
and anti—Egyptian statements of his Syrian counter- 
part—and thereby even improved the atmosphere. Gen- 
scher’s conclusion at that time is still valid today: “A 
clear language, wherever necessary, will be understood 
and respected.” 


Bundeswehr Might Send Troops to Former 
Yugoslavia 

LD1102163295 Berlin DDP/ADN in German 
1534 GMT 11 Feb 95 


|FBIS Translated Text] Bonn (DDP/ADN)}—According 
to a report in the newspaper BILD AM SONNTAG, the 
Bundeswehr is considering sending more than 1,000 
soldiers to former Yugoslavia if the United Nations 
decides to withdraw the blue helmets and if NATO 
requires more support. According to the newspaper, the 
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German Cabinet will discuss this issue before the end of 
this month and send NATO an official reply to a 
confidential enquiry. 


The paper writes that U.S. General George A. Joulwan, 
Supreme Allied Commander Europe, SACEUR, 
requested concrete information from the German Gov- 
ernment on the extent of military support which may be 
provided. 


According to BILD AM SONNTAG, Defense Staff chief 
Klaus Dieter Naumann proposed to German Defense 
Minister Volker fiuche that German troops far in excess 
of 1,000 should be sent to former Yugoslavia. The 
deployment of Tornado fighter aircraft was also pro- 


posed, the newspaper writes. 


Composition, Mission of Eurocorps Explained 


9SENOIO7A Bonn WEHRTECHNIK in German 
Nov 94 pp 8-12 


{Article by Col. Hartmut Buehl, Eurocerps Deputy Chief 
of Staff/Operations: “The Eurocorps”’} 


[Text] When on 14 October 1991 the Franco-German 
initiative to create a joint army corps—open to all Western 
European Union [WEL] countries—was revealed, it was 
widely perceived as a sensation. Only a few critics saw it as 
a logical consequence of the Franco-German military coop- 
eration that had attempted to create a distinctly European 
defense identity. Other, primarily Anglo-Saxon, voices 
expressed concern that such a corps, created by an exclu- 
sively Franco-German initiative, could demolish NATU. 
Military elements in particular doubted that a corps to 
“preserve the equality of interests,”’ and not based on the 
Anglo-Saxon “‘lead-nation principle’’ for multinational 
forces, could ever be militarily effective. Eurocorps’ deputy 
chief of staff for operations, Colonel (General Staff) 
Hartmut Buehl, contributes a topical report on its responsi- 
bilities and prospects. 


In the fall of 1994, just one year after the corps’ staff was 
formed in Strasbourg on 5 November 1993, the Euro- 
corps will perform its first 14-day command-post exer- 
cise in eastern France and southern Germany with 
elerments of all the nations participating in the corps. The 
exercise 1s designed to test the Eurocorps’ command 
capabil'ty as a first step to full operational! readiness by | 
October 1995. 


Search For New Forms of Security 


Because of the new geopolitical and geostrategic condi- 
tions, the problem facing the security and defense policy 
of all European nations today is that neither geographic, 
substantive, nor institutional conditions can be accu- 
rately predetermined and that available resources are 
scarce everywhere. Moreover, except Russia, no nation 
in Europe has enough forces at its disposal to handle all 
possible crisis-management and defense contingencies. 
Consequently, Europe must look for suitable security 
structures for all of Europe since military capabilities of 
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individual nations can only be supplemented and con- 
solidated by coordinating their forces. That is the only 
way to proffer a variety of policy options. For a Euro- 
pean collective-security system, this simpl; means the 
future development of a composite form of collective 
self-defense and cooperative secunty. 


With the “Treaty Concerning the European Union,” 
effective as of | November 1993, Western Europe has 
affirmed its determination jointly to guarantee European 
security and to develop rapidly the ability to act on the 
basis of a joint foreign and defense policy and therevy— 
after many decades of United States dominance in 
Europe—create a relationship with North America based 
on equality. The goal of an independent European 
defense policy laid down in Maastricht has, of course, a 
procedural facet: to wit, the WEU must evolve as the 
defense component of the European Union and thus 
strengthen both Europe’s long-range capacity to act 
and—as the Furopean pillar of NATO—the Atlantic 
Alliance. 


The joint responsibility for Europe assumed by NATO 
and the WEU has had far-reaching consequences. NATO 
and the WEU have reached a basic understanding on the 
allocation of tasks according to which collective defense 
remains the primary mission of the Atlantic Alliance 
pursuant to Article 5 of the Washington Treaty of 1949. 
The WEU—aside from its contribution to joint 
defense—responds to the expanded scope of European 
responsibilities as prescribed by the Petersberg Declara- 
tion of 19 June 1992.*) 


The NATO summit of 10 January 1994 appropriately 
coordinated European defense interests with those of 
NATO. Atlantic and European security are inseparably 
connected and complementary. For specifically Euro- 
pean military operations, the WEU, as a matter of 
principle, is sot limited to forces and resources of the 
European allies but can utilize the collective resources 
and installations of the Atlantic Alliance as well. Thus, 
military capabilities can be committed to a widening 
range of crisis situations in a flexible and more cost- 
effective manner, and expensive duplicate structures are 
avoided. The summit meeting, however, also opened the 
perspective of a new transatlantic agreement in which 
the European responsibility for the continent's security 
needs is properly balanced. 


The clearer delineation of West European defense efforts 
does nothing to change the requirernent that European 
security remains tied to the Atlantic Alliance. In this 
context, however, Europe must in future be able to act 
independently in case the United States (aside from its 
obligations pursuant to Article 5 of the Washington 
Treaty) must or wants to exercise restraint in specific 
instances. France sees this as a reason to become again 
more involved in the alliance and even to reclaim a 
certain leadership role. 


Eurocorps Model 
The austerity of European and Atlantic options requires 
new political cooperation and working relationships 
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between the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
[NATO] and the European Union. The presence of 
French Defense Minister Francois Leotard at the 
meeting of NATO defense ministers in Seville at the end 
of September 1994 accentuates this attitude, although 
France does not intend to be officially reintegrated into 
NATO's current military structure. 


Today, the Eurocorps—now being activated—represents 
an early indication of the participating nations’ determi- 
nation to increase jointly Europe's responsibility for 
security and defense. However, this major multinationai 
formation is not intended to be the nucleus of a future 
independent European army, since there is no plan to 
create an independent military organization next to 
NATO. Nevertheless, the Eurocorps even today serves as 
a model for closer military cooperation of the WEU 
member states. 


It is conceivable that in future maritime forces or air 
transport resources of several WEU countries may be 
consolidated under one European command to supple- 
ment American capabilities and to benefit NATO as 
well. Other regions—in the south, in the north and why 
not also in Central Europe?—could see the formation of 
a multinational army corps, patterned aiicr 2 successful 
Eurocorps model. 


Against this background the political dimension of the 
Eurocorps becomes obvious. It emerged as the result of 
the above-mentioned initiative and in 1995—with more 
than 50,000 soldiers from five nations (Belgians, Ger- 
mans, French, Luxembourgians, and Spaniards)}—the 
Eurocorps will become the first combat-ready army 
corps of the WEU. It will be one of the strongest major 
formation in West Europe and will have a corresponding 
presence; it will be simultaneously available to NATO 
and as a crisis-response unit. With the Eurocorps, the 
member states want to achieve three goals: 


—the development of an instrument of the European 
Union for a joint foreign and defense policy; 


—the creation of a key building block for the defense of 
Europe; 


—the enhancement of the foundation of the transatlantic 
bridge—a stronger European pillar also strengthens 
the alliance. 


Thus, WEU and NATO represent the two sides of the 
same coin. 


The Military Mission 


The key document for the Eurocorps is the La Rochelle 
Report of 22 May 1992 in which France and Germany 
defined the basic conditions for the major multinational 
formation which is open to all WEU member states. The 
other member states later agreed to accept the report. 


“The corps has precedence over the units assigned to it 
and intended for joint operations. If no operational 
commitment is pending, the units assigned to the 
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Corps—with due consideration of the responsibilities of 
the commanding general of the European Corps— 
remain in every respect under national control.” 


Other treaty obligations are not affected thereby but the 
jurisdictional aspects of the Eurocorps are clearly 
defined. The La Rochelle Report defines—in addition to 
the mandate, tasks, chain of command, and possible 
operations—the structure and organization of th: Euro- 
corps and offers a preliminary approach to legal and 
administrative directives. The timing for establishing the 
corps was based on political criteria and military guide- 
lines and affected the process of its initial formation and 
the schedule for its operational readiness. 


The mission 1s clearly defined: The La Rochelle Report 
declares that the tasks of the European Cor,*s are under 
the aegis of the European Union. 


Tasks are of the following type: 


—Joint defense of the allies within the framework of 
WEU/NATO., 


—DMaintaining and restoring the peace; 
—Humanitarian operations. 


This connotes defense of the alliance and participation 
in international crisis-management operations. Thus, the 
Eurocorps may be committed for the WEU and for 
NATO, as well as for the UN or the Conference on 
Security and Cooperation in Europe [CSCE]. These 
commitment options require this major formation to be 
prepared for: 


—mechanized operations (defense and operations to 
restore the peace) 


—peacekeeping and humanitarian engagements. 


A Joint Committee—composed of heads of foreign- 
ministry political departments and the chiefs-of-staff of 
the general staffs of participating nations—issues the order 
to the Eurocorps to plan and execute one of these two basic 
options. The commitiee defines the basic conditions for 
the Eurocorps’ commitment including force allocation and 
the chain of command. The Joint Committee's decisions 
are unanimous and follow intensive discussions with the 
Eurocorps’ commanding general. 


Integration Inte NATO and WEU 


The La Rochelle Report had to be supplemented by 
agreements and understandings about coordinating the 
Eurocorps with NATO and the WEU. 


SACEUR Agreement 


On 21 January 1993, the La Rochelle Report was 
amended by the “SACEUR-Agreement,” between the 
chiefs-of-staff (general staff) of the nations participating 
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in the Eurocorps and the Supreme Allied [NATO] Com- 
mander Europe [SACEUR]. The agreement governs 
NATO operations of the Eurocorps. 


According to the agreement, the Eurocorps “as such” — 
meaning with elements of all participating nations—may 
be committed by invoking the Washington Treaty 
(NATO Treaty) and for missions assumed by NATO 
under the aegis of international organizations to act as: 


—the primary defense unit, particularly in Central 
Europe; 


—a crisis-response force within the entire NATO-Treaty 
area; 


—a crisis management task force. 


The Eurocorps’ chain of command includes in all cases the 
operational command of SACEUR who may assign oper- 
ational control over the corps to a subordinate NATO 
commander (of a major subordinate command [MSC] or a 
primary subordinate command [PSC] such as, for 
instance, MSC/AFCENT [Air Force Central (area)] or 
PSC/LANDCENT [Land Forces Central (area)]). 


This agreement changed the initially critical—primarily 
Anglo-Saxon—response to the Eurocorps to a more 
positive one. France's move toward collaboration in the 
military organization came as a surprise since its collab- 
oration had not been expected to be that intense. How- 
ever, France's objective to participate in NATO military 
decision-making had been obvious since the 1991- 
NATO summit conference in Rome. The skeptics who 
had anticipated France and Germany to act indepen- 
dently will now be forced to change their minds. France 
today no longer hesitates to subordinate its Eurocorps 
units directly to SACEUR (operational command). 


WELU Agreement 


On 20 September 1993 the WEU's Permanent Council, 
in agreement with all nations participating in the Euro- 
corps, defined the basic conditions under which the 
Evrocorps may be committed under the aegis of the 
European Union. 


The commitment of the Eurocorps follows a decision of 
the WEU Council subsequent to a joint decision of all 
participating nations to make the corps available in toto 
or in parts, but always “as such.” The Joint Committee 
is responsible for internal coordination. 


The commitment of the Eurocorps to a specific WEU 
operation is always subject to the sovereign decision of 
all nations participating in the corps, who then inform 
the WEU Council of the unanimous decision. Planning 
for the engagement 1s performed by WEU's planning 
unit and/or a WEU-appointed commander in close coor- 
dination with Eurocorps’ commanding general and in 
consultation with the Joint Committee. 
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After the WEU Council has decided to commit the Euro- 
corps to a WEU operation, the countnes participating in 
the Eurocorps place the corps under the operational com- 
mand or operational control of the WEU-appointed com- 
mander. The WEU Council determines the chain- 
of-command relationship between commanders. 


The units of the Eurocorps remain under the jurisdiction 
of the corps’ commanding general and are committed 
under his command. Administrative tunctions—and, for 
the time being, also logistics—remain the responsibility 
of the nations. 


Units and formations of nations not participating in the 
Furocorps may, nevertheless, be committed to WEU 
operations within the framework of the Eurocorps. 


The organization cf the staff as a “joint combined 
headquarters” facilitates the dual requirement to he 
able, on the one hand, to conduct independent opera- 
tions and, on the other, to coordinate as a “force head- 
quarters” operations of unsts of other countnes beyond 
combat operations. 


The Eurocorps’ corps staff 1s available to the WEU as an 
operational headquarters or as a force headquarters for 
every type of WEU operation. 


The Eurocorps Staff 


In the performance of his duties, the commanding gen- 
eral employs a multinational staff. The number of posi- 
tions filled by each nation depends on the type and size 
of forces assigned to the Eurocorps. Important, militar- 
ily-relevant command positions alternate between coun- 
tries. Administratively, the personnel of the corps staff 
remains under the control of its respective national 
authority. 


The staff 1s characterized by a balanced approach to filling 
its positions, by balanced national representation, and by a 
high degree of integration. Its organization 1s such that a 
modular approach ts possible and maintainable. The use of 
the latest technology in command and control systems and 
up-to-date command post equipment promise a high 
degree of combat readiness for the future. 


The composition of the Eurocorps staff reflects the 
introduction of innovative methods. Not only does the 
balanced composition do justice to its responsibilities 
(the chief of staff, for instance, may not be from the same 
country as the commanding general) but, additionally, 
the commanding general cannot assume any national 
duties. He reports only to the Jomt Committee as a 
“European.” 


The organization below the chief of staff again provides 
balance. The two deputy chiefs of staff—one for opera- 
tions and one for supporting commands—-are of dif- 
ferent nationality from that of the chief. This arrange- 
ment also provides for balance in the leadership of 
departments, which are assigned to individual countries. 
Thus, “national” administrative procedures, that the 


GERMANY 19 


departments largely rely on, can be synchronized at a 
higher intermediate plane without requiring a prolonged 
process of coordination that impedes a department's 
efficiency. The chief of staff, at the same time, remains 
unencumbered to perform his real command functions. 


The deputy commanding generals. in addition to their 
national duties, work in peacetime on certain specialized 
concepts for multinational structures (e.g., logsstic prob- 
lems, strategic redeployments, etc.). If the corps 1s com- 
mitted, they ~wotect the national interest of the country 
in which 1 1s deploved to achieve maximum interoper- 
ability for the crops. 


The inclusion of extensive air force representation and of 
one navy component in the staff assures the availability 
of technical guidance in peacetime. The air force com- 
ponent, moreover, is designed so that it can set up an 
independent air operation coordination center (AOCC) 
wen the corps 1s deployed. 


All positions of the staffs functional components are 
integrated and the ability to communicate, a basic 
requirement for compat*hility, is met by the use of 
German and Frenchas\ king languages. When dealing 
with alliances and international organizations, 11 13 pos- 
sible and sometimes necessary to rely on English since 
the employment of familiar NATO procedures as stan- 
dard operation procedures is a second cornerstone of 
interoperability. 


A fully integrated 500-men headquarters and supply 
batialion supports the Eurocorps staff and is also sta- 
tioned in Strasbourg. 


Eurocorps Forces 


For units earmarked for assignment to the Eurocorps, 
the corps takes precedence. Except for the German- 
French Brigade, which has been assigned for training and 
operational purposes since | October 1993, the com- 
manding general exercises only operational control over 
major national formations. The current NATO assign- 
ments of German elements earmarked for the corps 
remain unchanged. 


The forces currently available comprise three mecha- 
nized divisions and two brigades. The Spanish division 
will probabiy not be fully available before 1998. 


Since the forces at the corps’ disposal are currently 
limited, the nations are obligated to support the Euro- 
corps with their own resources if the need arises. The 
procedures chosen are lefi to the discretion of the nations 
who are bound to prepare some combat-ready units for 
assignment to the corps. These units, in turn, are subject 
to training and exercise requirements prescribed by 
Eurocorps’ commanding general. 


To carry out his training mission even in peacetime, the 
commanding general of the Eurocorps has a wide range 
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of prerogatives that enable him to promote imteropera- 
bility. to implement his own training concepts, and to 
exercise command supervision over all units operation- 
ally assigned to him. 


' bili 


The goal of all tramny efforts ts to realize maximum 
interoperability as a prerequisite for success in the 
swiftly fowmg combat of independent operations. The 
Furocorps intensive trang and integration programs 
will assure success on this area. Together with the coun- 
tries, it will be possible gradually to develop flexible 
concepts for such matters as strategic redeployments, 
joint logistics, and medical and health services. The 
experience gained during years of close cooperation in 
NATO provides a useful foundation but no longer suf- 
tices for the requirements of a polyvalent Surocorps. The 
variety of equipment—from major weapon systems to 
logestic details—will remain an impediment. It is now 
becoming apparent that the requirements of a mayor 
formation, which attempts to achieve in-depth integra- 
tion with the previously achieved degree of standardiza- 
ton, are more exacting than those of the earlier NATO 
environment, 


New areas of armament cooperation are emerging since in 
future 1 will for financial reasons no longer be acceptable 
that lack of standardization of equipment will impede 
combat readiness and escalate costs because of expensive 
national logistic maimtenance procedures. Slowly, the 
European armament industry appears to be becoming 
aware of this new opportunity. The first decade of the next 
century will offer many chances in this area, especially if 
the Eurocorps serves as a model for other major multina- 
tional formations. Critecal for success is undoubtedly a 
sincere willingness to abandon old ways and to remain 
receptive to innovations. Practical experience must be the 
basis for a new approach. With the Eurocorps the political 
arena has launched a major formation, the military must 
ect it rolling and the armament industry must do its part, 
forgoing national egorsm. 


Prospects 


Today, security concerns can no longer be reduced to 
military threats. Multiple risks, the perception of which 
was limited during the period of East-West confronta- 
tron, are today seen as endangering our security and are 
not confined to military threats. Security policy today 
deals with all-encompassing political problems that com- 
prise a conceptual catalog of all relevant political, socio- 
economic, ecological, military and humanitarian aspect. 


Therefore, the epochal changes in Europe call for a 
different type of European security that emphasizes a 
cooperative security of which the European Union, with 
its goal to establish a European security and defense 
identity, 1s a constituent element. The European Union 
must develop truly common foreign and security policies 
for Europe so that it can continue to assert its global 
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interests. As a “regional arrangement” of the UN, the 
European Union—in close cooperation with NATO and 
the increasingly important Conference for Security and 
Cooperation in Europe (CSCE)}—must arrange its rela- 
tions to the WEU so that Europe has military resources 
for peace-maintenance and peace-restoration missions al 
its disposal. To this end, the WEU must expand its 
operational role and assure that the security and defense 
interests of its member states are coordinated. 


The Eurocorps represents a first step in enabling Europe 
to perform military-strategic operations. The process of 
creating a European defense has been initiated, a begin- 
ning has been made to expand capabilities for interna- 
tional crisis management. Shortcomings relating to joint 
commands, strategic intelligence, power projection and 
force multipliers have been recognized, the standardiza- 
tion of equipment and weapons 1s lagging . Joint proce- 
dures, especially for logistics, are being developed. The 
opportunity to utilize NATO structures and forces has 
provided the West European Union with a unique 
opportunity to create its own image. Al the same time, it 
has assumed the duty to work—always in conjunction 
with the Atlantic Alliance, the United States and, ulti- 
mately, with Russia—for the security of all of Europe. 


The Eurocorps represents a first step in the right direc- 
tion and the experiment will succeed. A beginning has 
been made to create a different, more flexible securnty 
organization. For NATO and the WEU it will only be a 
matter of time before other major formations like or 
resembling the Eurocorps will be created. There seems to 
be no reason not to transfer the model to Central and 
East European nations to prepare for and facilitate their 
integration into existing security systems. Such mayor 
multinational formations could become pillars of sta- 
bility in the center of Europe. 


Footnote 


*) .... 4. Military units of WEU member states, which are 
committed under WEU operational command, could— 
aside from their contribution to joint defense according 
to Article 5 of the Washington Treaty or, respectively, 
Article V of the amended Brussels Treaty—also be 
committed for the following purposes: 


—humanitarian and rescue operations. 


—peacekeceping tasks, 


—combat operations to handle crisis situations, 
including measures to restore the peace. 


5. The planning and execution of these tasks must be 
fully compatible with any requisite military precautions 
for the collective defense of all parties to the alliance... 


Minister Counters Iranian Ambassador's Protest 
LD1302094795 Berlin DDP/ADN in German 
2348 GMT 12 Feb 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Koblenz/Mainz (DDP/ 
ADN)}—Carl-Dieter Spranger (Christian Social Union), 
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German minister of economic cooperation und develop- 
ment, has substantiated his reproaches against Iran that 
il supports extremist fundamentalism. Regarding the 
protest against this observation made in a letter by Iran's 
ambassador, Seyyed Hoseyn Musavian, Spranger told 
the Koblenz/Mainz- based RHEIN-ZEITUNG (Monday 
edition) that his remarks about fundamentalism are not 
his own free“inventions but reflec: concrete findings by 
leading politicians in the African countries of Entrea, 
Ethiopia. and Malawi which he has just visited. They 
also match the findings of western European intelligence 
services. Spranger continued: “As far as the “ma. vellous 
conditions’ prevailing in Iran are concerned—which the 
ambassador would like to make us believe exist dy 
referring to the milhons of enthusiasts attending the 
revolution celebrations—reports from human righs 
commissions, as well as, for example, the 18,500 asylum 
seekers from Iran over the past four years in Germany 
alone, tell a different story.” 


Tietmeyer Opposes Hasty Adoption of 
Furo-Currency 

LD1002190495 Berlin DDP/ADN in German 
1730 GMT 10 Feb 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Bremen (DDP/ADN)— 
Bundesbank President Hans Tietmeyer has warned 
against the overly hasty introduction of a common 
European currency. Schedules should “not take prece- 
dence over the development of sound bases,” Tietmeyer 
said in Bremen this evening at a traditional, annual 
shipping industry dinner. Only stable money has an 
“integrating” eect, for which reason monetary stability 
must take priority over a common currency. The 
Bundesbank president said that the new Euro-currency 
would have to be “at least as stable as the Deutschmark.” 


The current discussions “give rise to doubts as to 
whether there already exists a widespread culture of 
stability in Europe,” Tietmeyer continued. Even today it 
can be seen that probably “not all member states will 
succeed equally quickly in reaching the essential eco- 
nomic and political things in common [gemein- 
samkeiten].” Cne especially important criterion should 
be the consolidation of government budgets. The race is 
now on and “every country has its chance,” the Bundes- 
bank president emphasized. 


Firms Challenge Telekom for Market Share 


9SENOI04A Duesseldorf WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE 
in German No 49, 12 Jan 95 pp 30-32 


{Article by Reinhard Kowalevskiy and Friederike Meier: 
“Telecommunications: Heightened Tension” | 


[FBIS Translated Text] Large German firms are pre- 
paring to attack Telekom. In the competition for the 
market of the future, Viag [United Industrial Enterprises 
Company] is taking the lead together with the giant 
British telephone company BT. 
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He is not yet in office and already Georg Obermeier ts 
landing one coup after another. First the desig» ated chief 
of Viag sold his shares of the paper works Waldorf to the 
Swedish company Svenska Cellulosa for more than a 
billion marks [DM] last week and then he struck again 
tis week. Viag wants to establish an extensive tele.om- 
maunications network in Germany in a joint venture with 
the giant British telephone company BT. 


The planned investment: intially DM1.5 billion and 
“several hundred million pounds” in the next 10 years. 
Viag and BT will each hold 37.5 perceri of the new 
company Viag Interkomm (planned capital stock 
DM 100 million) and the other 25 percent ts to be offered 
to banks and insurance companies. Bayerische 
Hypotheken- und Wechse!l Bank 1s already showing 
interest. 

Obermeier, who just last year catapulted his concern to 
the group of the 10 largest German enterprises through 
the takeover of the power provider Bayernwerk, is 
increasing the tension in the telecommun ications branch 
with the surprising deal. To be sure, as carly as last year 
Viag had announced its entrance into this market of the 
future. But since then the people in Munich—in contrast 
to their competitors Veba [Amalgamated Power and 
Mining Operations] or RWE [Rhine Westphalian Elec- 
tric Works}—had exercised noble reserve. With its clever 
coup, Viag has now put itself at the head of those in 
pursuit of Telekom. The energy suppliers as well as 
industrial concerns such as Thyssen and Mannesmann 
have discovered telecommunications as a growth market 
for themselves. They stand at the starting line so that 
they can compete with the German Telekom beginning 
in 1998, when the postal monopoly falls in accordance 
with a decision by the EG Commission. But no one its 
daring a solo course against the present monopolist. The 
new competitors of Telekom are looking abroad, where 
expansive telephone companies are on the look-out for 
access to the German Market. They are offering they 
needed know-how to German concerns and access to 
international markets. In exchange, the power concerns 
are attracting them with their own networks. 


Viag has now become the first competitor of Telekom to 
achieve an international connection. BT is considered to 
be one of the most dynamic and aggressive concerns in 
the world market. Viag brings to the alliance the glass 
fiber network of its power subsidiary Bayernwerk that 1s 
approximately 4,000 km in length. For BT, which wants 
to become the market leader in Europe, that 1s the highly 
sought ticket to the German market. 


Initially the German-British joint venture will concen- 
trate on the highly profitable business with enterprise 
customers, the so-called Corporate Networks, in which 
Deutsche Telekom also gets the biggest margins. Later 
the partners want to strive for a license “for the entire 
range of telecommunications including public telephone 
service.” 

Obermeier's pact with the British hits above all Veba's 
chief Ulrich Hartmann hard. His position as a leader in 
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the private Telekom-branch is severely shaken. Hart- 
mann had announced an alliance with a foreign operator 
as early as last fall but so far nothing has come of this. 
Finance director Kurt Lauk is now jetting around the 
world. A partner is to be found “by Easter,” states the 
new policy within the concern. With the loss of the 
British, the American AT&T is considered to be the most 
promising candidate. But the Americans, who have 
likewise long been seeking access to the German market, 
are also flirting with Hartmann’s neighbor Dietmar 
Kuhnt, the new chief of RWE. 


Without an international partner, even huge investments 
are of no use to the ambitious chief of Veba (“We want 
to go into the next millenium as the leading offerer after 
German Bundespost Telekom.”): Hartmann wants to 
put about DM6 billion into his newly founded Telekom- 
subsidiary Vebacom in the next few years. He is making 
another DM1 billion available through 1998 for devel- 
opment of the cellular radio network E-Plus, in which 
Veba has a participation of 28 percent. 


Veba is also participating in the satellite project Iridium 
and is thereby one of the largest investors in the world- 
wide cellular radio system costing DM3.4 billion. The 
Veba subsidiaries Meganet and Inas are active in the 
area of Corporate Networks. Hartmann is also getting 
involved in cable television: the Vebacom subsidiaries 
Concepta and Telecolumbus have about 800,000 cable 
connections. 


But Hartmann’s biggest joker is his alliance with the 
German Federal Railroads that was accomplished in 
1994. Together the railroad and the Veba subsidiary 
PressenElektra have about 5,000 km of glass fiber cable. 
By the end of the postal monopoly, Veba could expand 
its high-capatity network to every city through the lines 
of the Federal Railroads and for that it would “not have 
to invest even DM1 billion,” branch experts estimate. 


Of course Hartmann still needs a license for his railroad 
project. And RWE is also seeking a license. Volker 
Hoffman, head of the Telekom area for RWE, makes it 
clear that he does not give an alliance between Veba and 
the Federal German Railroads any chance of excluding 
other Telekom enterprises. 


RWE itself wants to become the leader of all the rest of 
the power branch. The glass fiber network of the con- 
cern, which covers 40 percent of the area of Germany 
and 50 percent of the firm’s most important customers, 
is supposed to become the core of a “Deutsche Netz 
AG,” in which under the leadership of RWE the 4,300 
km of its own lines are to be linked with the networks of 
the larger power companies such as HEW, VEW, and 
Veag in eastern Germany. 


The starting position of the Essen power manager in 
competition for the market of the future telecommuni- 
cations is still weak. Take the example of cellular radio: 
through its position in E-Plus, Veba entered into the 
boom-business (about 20 percent annual growth rates). 
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With the acquisition of a license for the development of 
a similar cellular radio network in France, the people 
from Duesseldorf are now expanding internationally. 
The strivings of RWE to participate in cellular radio 
networks all failed, however. As an emergency solution, 
Hoffmann wants to seek cellular-telephone licenses in 
other countries, although the most important networks 
have already been allocated. 


RWE is lagging behind organizationally as well. Whereas 
Veba has long since bundled up all Telekom activities in 
Vebacom, Rheinelektra, RWE’s machine building sub- 
sidiary, must now turn over its Telekom activities to 
RWE Unitel, the Telekom subsidiary of RWE Energie. 
And whereas Veba Chairman Herbert Kraemer is almost 
exclusively attending to telecommunications, the 
responsibility for the business of the future is placed at 
the third level at RWE. And not even the name nghts for 
RWE Unitel are settled. Under an injunction, RWE has 
just forbidden an older enterprise with the same name to 
use the name Unitel. 


Thyssen Vice Chairman Dieter H. Vogel will at least be 
able to avoid this problem with his Thyssen Telecom AG 
that was founded in December. Otherwise, however, the 
chief of Thyssen Handelsunion, where the Telekom 
activities of the steel concern are located, faces the same 
imponderables as his colleagues at RWE and Veba. 
Thyssen’s engagements in the area of satellite communi- 
cation, cellular radio, and Corporate Networks are 
options for an uncertain future. Thus, the Institutional 
Investors Team of Deutsche Bank does not expect 
“appreciable results” from Thyssen’s involvement in the 
cellular radio consortium E-Plus “until after the year 
2000.” And even much later than that in the other 
branches—f at all. 


Without a network of its own, Thyssen can stand up to 
the power concerns only if law makers separate the 
voice-service license and network infrastructure. 
“Then,” says Hans-Peter Kohlhammer, chairman of 
Thyssen-Telecom, “the competitive advantage of the 
energy providers will vanish.” Vogel is counting on that. 
The vice chairman of Thyssen: “We are pursuing a 
different course.” 


The Mannesmann concern in Duesseldorf is the first and 
only challenger of Telekom that is already earning 
money. With sales of about DM1.7 billion, Mannes- 
mann Mobilfunk has now reached the threshold of 
profitability—a year earlier than planned. The operating 
company of the first private cellular radio network, D2, 
which has been in a head-to-head race with the Telekom 
subsidiary since its founding in 1990, now employs 
2,500 people and attends to about 850,000 customers. 


Former chief of Mobilfunk Peter Mihatsch, who moved 
up to the company board of directors last year and who 
manages the entire Telekom business at the top level, 
nevertheless has no reason to rest. Under the roof of the 
newly founded Mannesmann Eurocom, Mihatsch now 
also wants to involve himself in the market of the future, 








This report may contain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 











FBIS-WEU-95-029 
13 February 1995 


Corporate Networks. Mannesmann holds 50 percent of 
Communications Network International (CNI1). Partners 
are RWE and Deutsche Bank with 25 percent participa- 
tion each. The CNI associates want to invest more than 
DM! billion in the business with company customers 
and to take away about 15 percent of the market share of 
Deutsche Telekom by 2000. The Telekom expert Cathy 
Dobson from Deutsche Bank prophesies that the market 
share of Deutsche Telekom will fall to just under 80 
percent by as early as 1998. In 2001, however, Telekom 
will still control 73 percent of the market, the analyst 
estimates. 


For Telekom is not as badly equipped for the future forms 
of communication as many private competitors would like 
to believe. It operates the largest cable network in the 
world with 14 million connections. ““Monopolists are very 
resistent to competition,” says the Telekom adviser Bernd 
Jaeger. Telekom spokesman Juergen Kindervater makes 
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this comment about the run on the telecommunications 
market: “There are a lot of bodies and not many survivors 
in the market of the future.” 


[Box, p 32] 


Services of the New Telekom Competitors 


RWE has service provider, trunk-line radio, paging ser- 
vice, cable radio, corporate network, and satellite tech- 
nology. Fixed network is planned. Veba has cellular 
radio, paging service, corporate network, fixed network, 
radio data transmission, and satellite technology. Viag 
plans tc have corporate network and fixed network. 
Thyssen has cellular radio, corporate network, and sat- 
ellite technology and plans to have trunk-line radio. 
Mannesmann has cellular radio, trunk-line radio, cable 
radio, and corporate network. 
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EU-U.S. Near East Struggle for Influence Seen 


LIBERATION Articie 


BR1302131795 Paris LIBERATION in French 
13 Feb 95 p 16 


[Article by Christian Boltanski: “Europe Concentrating 
on the South”’]} 


{FBIS Translated Text] “Will the United States succeed 
in establishing its monopoly in the region, or will Europe 
also have a role there?” According to one of the partici- 
pants, this was the stake in the trip to the Near East 
which the European troika headed by [Foreign Minister] 
Alain Juppe just completed. It is not on the diplomatic 
field that the Fifteen intend to compete with the Amer- 
icans. In fact, if they did want it, they would be discour- 
aged after the feeble results achieved in Damascus, then 
in Jerusalem and Gaza, by the French minister, who was 
accompanied by the German and Spanish state secre- 
taries. From 8 to 10 February, the three men were made 
aware of their powerlessness to restart an increasingly 
sickly peace process. Having come to encourage the 
craftsmen of the Oslo accords “‘with respect to their own 
public opinion,” they were spectators Thursday [9 Feb- 
ruary] to the squabbles of the ’Arafat- Rabin couple. 


On the other hand, the troika succeeded partially in 
“selling” its project of a Euro-Mediterranean conference, 
planned for 27 November in Barcelona. Brussels has sent 
invitations te all of the countries of the Maghreb and the 
Near East with which it has concluded cooperation or 
association agreements. In all, 26 heads of state or 
government are invited to lay the foundations of a “true 
partnership.” The initiators of this project, who draw 
their inspiration from the North Amarican Free Trade 
Agreement (the customs union agreement between the 
United States, Canada, and Mexico), want to create, in 
the long term, a free trade zone around the Mediterra- 
nean. Cooperation is also to be established in the polit- 
ical, security, and cultural spheres. 


The Jewish state and the Palestinian authority have 
accepted the invitation. Morocco, Algeria, and Tunisia 
have reportedly agreed in principle. Alain Juppe believes 
he also achieved a semi-success in Damascus. The Euro- 
pean diplomats expected to encounter a categorical “no” 
there. However, the Syrian leaders promised to “carefully 
study” the proposal, while linking their response to the 
progress recorded in their talks with Israel. Syria has 
always refused to participate in multilateral negotiations 
on the Near East because it is opposed to anything which 
would facilitate the Jewish state’s integration in the region. 
For the same reason, it systematically avoids international 
conferences attended by Israeli representatives. 


During his visit to Damascus, Alain Juppe reiterated 
that the European initiative had no link whatsoever with 
the peace process. The preliminary declaration which 
will be adopted in Barcelona will make no mention of it. 
He also explained to his interlocutors that economic 
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cooperation will increasingly be established on a hori- 
zontal basis, among blocs, and no longer on a bilateral 
basis. Despite these guarantees, Damascus remains very 
mistrustful. ““We told them that many resources will be 
employed at this event,” a diplomat notes. “But if they 
believe that it is a trap, all our arguments will be useless.” 
The European Commission has proposed devoting 
ECUS.5 billion to programs targeted to the countries of 
the southern Mediterranean over the next five years. 
During the same time, it plans on a total of ECU7.5 
billion for the countries of central and Eastern Europe. 


The EU, by thus concentrating on the south, hopes to 
counter the growing influence of the U.S. economy in 
this region of the world. The threat has been clearly 
perceptible since the Casablanca summit, which brought 
together most of the countries of the Maghreb and the 
Near East at the end of October under the aegis of the 
United States. At that time, the participants decided to 
create a regional development bank. The Europeans, 
hostile to this project, will in the end participate in it, 
“because the United States and Israel are doggedly 
devoted to it,’ as it was explained Friday in the troika’s 
travelling party. This new financial institution, launched 
at the initiative of the Americans, could be in operation 
in October at the time of a meeting in Amman. 


The fact that the Europeans have proposed holding their 
own conference one month later is undoubtedly not due 
to an accident of the calender. A genuine footrace is 
underway toward the countries of the South. The great 
powers are engaged in a struggle for influence waged by 
means of multipartite meetings. NATO also decided 
Wednesday to open talks with Egypt, Israel, Mauritania, 
Morocco, and Tunisia to find the means to effectively 
combat Islamist violence. In the troika, some people see 
in this offer of dialogue a U.S. response at the moment 
when Europe is proposing cooperation in security issues 
to its southern neighbors. For a European official, “‘all it 
takes is one organization to take an initiative for the 
other to follow it.” 


LE FIGARO Article 


BR1302131595 Paris LE FIGARO in French 
13 Feb 95 p 3 


[Article by Baudouin Bollaert: “Near East: Rival Sponsors”} 


{[FBIS Translated Text] In the Near East, the “race” 
between the United States and the EU has started. It is 
reminiscent in many respects of the one they are engaged 
in in the Central and East European countries... 


Throughout the tour which he has just made to the Near 
East at the head of a French-Spanish-German troika, [For- 
eign Minister] Alain Juppe denied wishing to tread on U.S. 
toes. “We must abandon the Manichean view: It is not the 
United States or Europe, it is both,” he said in Jerusalem. In 
short, he wants “complementarity” not “competition.” 
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But the head of French diplomacy is neither deaf nor 
blind. When he was in Syria, the echo of the al-Tabah 
talks in Egypt between U.S. Trade Secretary Ron Brown 
and Israeli, Jordanian, Palestinian, and Egyptian minis- 
ters and businessmen to encourage the region’s economic 
development, reached him. 


This is the logical follow-on from the Casablanca conference 
which brought together around 60 countries in the fall and 
which should give rise to a new summit in Amman on 31 
October, with the probable creation of a Bank for the Near 
East, similar to the European Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development which already exists for the East European 
countries and Russia. Alain Juppe is not a warm supporter 
of this entity, but, he said, the “Europeans will eventually 
give way...’’ He simply hopes that the precept: “He who pays 
the piper calls the tune,” will be respected. 


And then, 24 hours later, NATO announced its intention 
of opening discussions with Egypt, Israel, Morocco, 
Tunisia, and Mauritania to jointly develop a strategy 
aimed at combating the threat of Islamic fundamentalism. 


In both cases, most of the European countries—taken 
separately—are involved. “But the United States is 
obviously the leader,” a French diplomat said. He placed 
these two initiatives side-by-side with the major Euro- 
pean plan which Alain Juppe has come to “sell” to the 
Near East: The Euro-Mediterranean conference, which 
should be launched in Barcelona on 23 November. 


The aim is to establish a new framework for relations 
between the EU and 12 countries in the region 
(Morocco, Tunisia, Algeria, Malta, Cyprus, Turkey, Leb- 
anon, Syria, Israel, Jordan, the Palestinian authority, 
and Egypt), covering three aspects: the political and 
security aspect; the economic and social aspect; and the 
financial aspect (a package of ECUS.6 billion for 1995- 
1999 is being studied, to be compared with the ECU7 
billion planned for the East European countries). 


“Will the United States succeed in establishing its 
monopoly in the Near East or will the Europeans also 
have a place?”’ Alain Juppe asked. For him, this is the 
economic and diplomatic aspect of the question. Beyond 
possible U.S. countermoves or the possible “clash” with 
the Amman summit, he sees it as a “good test” for the 
Fifteen and their ability to take joint action. 


Chinese Goals in Trade Dispute With U.S. 
Viewed 


95P20498B Paris LIBERATION in French 7 Feb 95 p 8 


[Commentary by Jacques Amairic: “Chinese Unknowns”’] 


[FBIS Translated Text] The trade war that threatens to blow 
up between the United States and China at the end of this 
month does not concern solely relations between Wash- 
ington and Beijing. First, because Chinese pirated copies, 
which are at the heart of the dispute, do not hurt just U.S. 
companies, even if this violation of the elementary rules of 
international trade costs them a good billion dollars per 
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year. Second, and most importantly, because Sino- 
American tensions, which should be viewed in the context 
of Deng Xiaoping’s succession, remind us of the true nature 
of the Chinese Government, which the enthusiasm of our 
own businessmen—attracted by the largest potential market 
in the world—had tended to make us forget. 


Nevertheless, it was U.S. businessmen who urged the 
White House last year to delink international trade from 
respect for human rights soon after the events in 
Tienanmen Square, and not to deprive China of the 
benefits of the most favored nation clause, without 
which Chinese exports would melt on the U.S. market 
like snow in the sun. By their actions, these businessmen 
show that they are more sensitive to the pirating of their 
products than to continued political repression, which 
they prefer to see only as an Asian specialty, since they 
now support President Clinton in his confrontation with 
China. True, the President had no choice: The new 
Republican majority in Congress has let it be known that 
it has put China in its line of sight, and while Beijing 
indeed endowed itself with satisfactory legislation on 
copyrights, authorities do not monitor its implementa- 
tion to avoid provoking the ire of the powerful appa- 
ratchiks who control the guilty companies. 


Perttaps the confrontation will be avoided in the end 
thanks to a compromise; Negotiators have three more 
weeks to achieve one, and lots of other Asian countries 
practice industrial piracy without arousing Washington’s 
anger. Nevertheless, the incident does illustrate the 
hybrid nature of the most populous country of the 
planet, a past master in the art of doubletalk. Communist 
and thus repressive, China assures its foreign interlocu- 
tors that it has converted itself to market laws, only to 
modify them unilaterally or ignore them disdainfully 
when it is in its interest, to the great anger of many 
foreign investors, who are beginning to wonder about the 
future of this financial Eden. Its leaders, for a brief 
moment the followers of the famous “you get rich” 
injuction, tempered by a more discreet “let us get rich,” 
today seem to hesitate as to which course to follow: the 
country’s development is so geographically unequal that 
it both threatens its unity and the reality of power in 
Beijing. This is where the medium-term stakes reside in 
the battle for the succession of Deng Xiaoping, with all 
the risks of nationalistic one-upmanship this implies. 


It is naive to view China as only a market for |.2 billion 
necessarily peaceful consumers. A regional and nuclear 
power, a permanent member of the Security Council, it 
intends to impose itself, thanks to the present world 
balance favoring Asia, as the second-ranking superpower 
absent from the world since the Soviet collapse. 


Nothing says it will achieve it, but it would be a mistake to 
reduce its ambitions to simple mercantilism, especially 
when it is intensifying strategic exports to countries as 
destabilizing as Iran and Pakistan, the sworn enemy of an 
India that many Chinese officials consider, without pro- 
claiming it too loudly, their true long-term rival. 
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Government's Position on Algeria Analyzed 
95P20498A Paris LIBERATION in French 7 Feb 95 p 2 


{Editorial by Gerard Dupuy: ““Dyarchy”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] While it was known that the 
Algerian issue was eventually destined to be a thorn in 
the French electoral campaign, it was impossible to 
imagine that it would scratch in the bizarre fashion 
noted since last Friday [3 February]. However, despite 
the commotion caused by this diplomatic snag, is the 
situation really thorny? Published without much fore- 
thought, Mitterrand’s “proposal” was quickly buried, so 
much so that it may possibly leave few traces: because 
even if everyone agrees that the Algerian civil war is a 
potential bomb for France, everyone—with the possible 
exception of Le Pen—wishes that it not explode too 
soon—at least not before May. 


In fact, if the Algerian issue has become explosive once 
again on this side of the Mediterranean, it is less because 
of the virulence of the conflicts it is causing than because 
of the great uncertainty present in almost all the political 
parties. Almost no one feels like choosing between the 
Algerian regime and its crimes and the Islamists and 
their exactiens, to the point that French policy, no 
matter how confused it is, reflects rather faithfully the 
state of public opinion, or the absence of public opinion: 
France supports both the Algerian Government and a 
negotiated solution this government rejects. 


Of course, Charles Pasqua, for instance, talks a lot about 
repression because of his police functions, and Alain 
Juppe talks a great dea! about flexibility because of his 
diplomatic obligations. But it would still not be possible 
to qualify the first position as “Balladurian” and the 
second as “Chiracian.” To be convinced, one need only 
see that “Balladurian” Leotard keeps more distance 
between Pasqua and himself than even Juppe does. 
Similarly, the Left is no less divided between “‘concilia- 
tors” and “eradicators” (it will be interesting to see how 
Socialist Party candidate Lionel Jospin will find a way 
out of this imbroglio. If the incident launched by Mit- 
terrand about France’s Algeria policy may not have too 
long-lasting consequences, it nevertheless draws atten- 
tion on something that is indeed germane to a presiden- 
tial election: the strange diplomatic dyarchy between the 
presidency and the government implied by the French 
constitution, and the practice of the presidential 
“reserved domain,” the result of an old and vague but 
persistent right of usage. There again, things appear 
confused. In his message to Brussels, “Gaullist” Juppe 
stressed that French policy “is defined by the prime 
minister in consultation with the competent ministers.” 


sw;8.5qMeanwhile, in Paris, “Socialist” spokesman Gla- 
vany, apparently injected with ultra-presidentialism, 
thought that Mitterrand “was within his role” when he 
launched proposals that obligated France without 
deigning to inform any of his ministers. At the very least, 
this implies a mistake. Nevertheless, if Mitterrand’s 
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words could clarify a bit this area of confusion, it would 
at least have been of some use. 


Jospin Interviewed About Election Strategy 


LD1202215495 Paris TF-1 Television Network 
in French 1755 GMT 12 Feb 95 


{Interview with Lionel Jospin, Socialist Party candidate 
for president of France, by Anne Sinclair at the TF-1 
studio in Paris on the “Sept sur sept” program—live] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [Sinclair] Good evening, 
everyone. Good evening, Mr. Jospin. [passage omitted] In 
order to win, in order to get into the second round, and 
then to win, as that must be your legitimate ambition, you 
will have to gather people together from beyond the 
Socialist Party. I will ask you a question that you are 
certainly expecting about your relations with Radical 
[party of Bernard Tapie]. There are two questions: The 
first is whether you are afraid of Radical putting up a 
candidate, which could perhaps prevent your getting to the 
second round; and the second is that you seem to feel a bit 
embarrassed to say: Yes, the Socialist Party is going to 
negotiate with Radical. But after all, they were your 
long-term ally, they were the natural ally of the Socialist 
Party. So where is the problem? 


[Jospin] I hope there is not a Radical candidate. | will put 
it very simply: It would, or will, make things more 
difficult. I respect Radical’s freedom to present a candi- 
date if they want to, but I think we should act differently. 
[passage omitted] I am ready to take into account, and I 
think I can take into account in my campaign, not only 
the political demands, or subjects, put forward by Rad- 
ical—because in some ways they are the same as mine, 
they are in the same line of thought—but I think I can 
also respond to the demands and expectations of hun- 
dreds of thousands of men and women, of young people, 
who have on occasion voted for a Radical candidate. 


[Sinclair] [passage omitted] Beyond this, how do you 
intend to rally support? To whom will you be speaking in 
this campaign? [passage omitted] 


[Jospin] You are right to say I am going to rally support 
beyond this, because the problem does not arise just for 
Radical, it also arises for forces... 


[Sinclair, interrupting] In terms of numbers, obviously. 


[Jospin] Yes, in terms of numbers on the one hand, but also, 
I would say, in terms of human dynamics: It arises for other 
forces, for the ecologist trends. It arises for personalities who 
have historically belonged to the communist trend. | 
amthinking of a number of mayors, some of whom, most of 
them I imagine, will vote Communist in the first round, but 
they want to raise the problem of the dynamics of the second 
round to try to win it. The question arises in relations with 
the Communist Party. So I have to look for support on a 
much wider base. 
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And then a presidential election, above all, is the rela- 
tionship tha. is formed as a result of proposals and ideas 
between one man and millions of men and women in a 
way over and above, or with, the political parties. 
[sentence as heard] [passage omitted] 


Le Pen on Electoral Debate, Ties With Balladur 
LD1302104195 Paris Europe No. | Radio in French 
0640 GMT 13 Feb 95 

[Jean-Marie Le Pen interview by Franz-Olivier Gies- 
bert—live] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [passage omitted] [Le Pen] I 
think that the real electoral debate will be between those 


who support internationalism, whether they be on the 
right or on the left, and those who, like me, defend the 
national idea of France’s future. This seems to me to be 
the great debate. [passage omitted] 


[Giesbert] In the Chirac-Balladur debate, it seems that 
you have clear preference for the prime minister. What 
are your real relations with Edouard Balladur? 


[Le Pen] No, no, no, no. All that is false. Mr. Chirac and 
Mr. Balladur are the two faces of Janus. They say exactly 
the same thing. It is just like being questioned by the 
police: there is the nice one and the nasty one. One of 
them plays the game of the right and the other plays the 
game of the left. All of this is a trap for the electors. 
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Government Asks Citizens To Leave Somalia 


LD1002125595 Rome RAi Televideo Teletext in Italian 
1237 GMT 12 Feb 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] The Foreign Ministry has invited 
the humanitarian Non-Governmental Organizations to 
repatriate their workers in Somalia. The Foreign Min- 
istry issued a communique saying that the situation is 
“very tense” and that there is a constant risk of armed 
conflicts and kidnappings. 


The ministry has also advised all journalists not to leave 
for the African country. 


Caputo Criticizes UN Mission to Somalia 


BR1002154095 Rome L'INFORMAZIONE in Italian 
10 Feb 95 pp 4-5 


[Interview with Forza Italia Senator Livio Caputo, 
former foreign under secretary, on 9 February; place not 
given: “Lesson for the United Nations: Peace Cannot Be 
Improvised”’} 


[FBIS Translated Text}Senator Livio Caputo, former 
foreign under secretary, has been personally in charge of 
the political aspects of this latest Italian mission to 
Somalia. We asked him for a report on the situation. 


{[LINFORMAZIONE] Is this latest Italian troop deploy- 
ment in Somalia justified? 


[Caputo] The purpose of this operation was to wind up, 
without too much damage, an expedition that was ill- 
conceived and which, from many points of view, has 
gone from bad to worse. With hindsight, it is easy to say 
that the expedition could have been dispensed with, but 
in a way it was a matter of honor for Italy, seeing that we 
are not directly committed in Bosnia, nor in any of the 
other major UN operations. It was also a matter of seeing 
what we had begun through to the end. 


[L’INFORMAZIONE] Be that as it may, we have taken 
on front-line responsibilities with particularly large mil- 
itary forces. 


[Caputo] Our participation was considered essential at 
UN headquarters on account of our superior knowledge 
of the land and of its inhabitants, and also because 
events had persuaded even those who had accused us of 
adopting too soft a line that we were right. During the 
debate that preceded the launch of the operation, 
someone pointed out that 2,000 men and considerable 
ship and aircraft deployment might be in excess of 
requirements. But anyone with any familiarity with 
military matters knows full well that a troop withdrawal, 
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especially troops like those from Pakistan and Bang- 
ladesh, which have no air and naval cover of their own, 
requires protection from more massive forces. In any 
case, even the UNPROFOR [UN Protection Force] 
withdrawal from Bosnia envisages the use of a Western 
force almost double the size of the force deployed on the 


ground. 


[L"INFORMAZIONE] There would appear to be 2 par- 
ticular hatred of Italians. 


[Caputo] I hope this latest victim of today will really be 
the last and that the Somali factions do not feel encour- 
aged by events of this type to provoke further incidents. 


[L’INFORMAZIONE] What is the solution? 


[Caputo] At this point I would say that there are no more 
solutions for the West to seek. The West has literally 
thrown in the towel, in the sense that it has acknowl- 
edged that an operation that aims to “impose” peace 
where there is none, and where not even the conditions 
for imposing it exist, is pointless. It has thus resigned 
itself to returning to the status quo, content in the 
knowledge, though even this is open to doubt, that it 
saved part of the Somali population from starvation 
when food aid was failing to reach its destination two 


years ago. 
{[L’INFORMAZIONE] Is there a lesson to be learned 
from events in Somalia? 


[Caputo] The lesson of Somalia, I think, is that it is quite 
futile for the international community to go off to 
subdue civil wars in countries where, sad to say, there is 
no ethnic homogeneity. We cannot act as guardians to 
the whole of Africa, because there is no international 
legal framework under which it could be done, because 
the Africans themselves want none of it, and because it is 
not politically or financially feasible. I therefore think 
that, from now on, saving exceptional cases, the United 
Nations will not embark on further expeditions of this 
type and that, if mediation fails, these peoples will be left 
to their own devices. The attempt at making an excep- 
tion for Somalia—under the impulse of horrifying pic- 
tures—has been both an absurd discrimination against 
other cases, such as Sudan, Angola, and Liberia, of which 
the international community has preferred to wash its 
hands, and an example of improvisation that must not 
be repeated. 


We should bear in mind that, even before the first 
expedition was organized, on being consulted by Bush as 
to the expediency of intervention, the American ambas- 
sador in Nairobi replied with a report entitled: “If You 
Liked Beirut, You Will Love Mogadishu.” I am afraid 
that he was right. 
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IGC Report Proposes Defense as Part of Union 


BR1002152295 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 
10 Feb 95 p 3 


[Report by Ignacio Cembrero: “Spain and EU ‘Heavy- 
weights’ Will Struggle In Order Not To Lose Influence 
Following Future Enlargements”’] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Madrid—Spain does not wish to 
lose influence when the European Union (EU) is enlarged 
to more members, the great majority of which are small 
countries. Its concern is shared, broadly speaking, by the 
other heavyweights of the Brussels club, and the preserva- 
tion of their influence will become “the thorniest issue” of 
the major reform of the Community's institutions 1.1 order 
to prepare them to receive up to 15 new East European and 
Mediterranean partners at the beginning of the next cen- 
tury. The battle, postponed in 1993 during the negotiation 
for the entry of Austria, Sweden, Finland, and Norway (a 
country which finally stayed out), is now joined, as is 
emphasized by a confidential document of the Spanish 
chairmanship of the study group on the reform entitled 
“The 1996 Intergovernmental Conference [IGC]: Ele- 
ments for a Spanish Stance.” 


The struggle will begin formaily 2 June, when the study 
group charged with smoothing the way for the 1996 IGC, 
which is to update the Maastricht treaty and adjust the 
institutions for the entry of new members, meets for the 
first time in Sicily. 


The group, which will submit a report to the Madrid 
summit in December, will be headed by a Spaniard, 
Secretary of State for the EU Carlos Westendorp. With 
his secretaryship colleagues, senior Foreign Ministry 
officials, and the Spanish Embassy to the Union, he has 
drafted an initial document which lays the foundations 
of the 1996 IGC and sets out the basic elements of the 
Spanish stance. 


Foreign Minister Javier Solana promised at first to 
submit the 101-page document to the Congress-Senate 
joint committee on the EU with the aim of reaching 
agreement with the opposition on Spain's stance, but he 
now seems to have changed his mind and only wishes to 
submit a summary to the members of parliament, 
according to sources in the lower house. EL PAIS has 
had access in Brussels to the complete confidential 
document. 


If the weighting of the voting in the EU Council of 
Ministers is not changed, “the weight of the countries 
with the largest populations will diminish rapidly fol- 
lowing an enlargement to 30 countries, in relation to 
those with low populations,” the document states. Even 
for reasons of “democratic legitimacy,” “‘a new 
weighting of votes” is essential, “so that each state's 
weight in the Council will better reflect that of its 
population.” 


New Allocation of Votes 


The report proposes that the heavyweights, which would 
include Poland, as well as Germany, France, Italy, the 
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United Kingdom, and Spain, each gain two more votes, 
while all the other states remain at their current level. 
Spain would thus go from eight to 10 votes. It will not be 
easy, it forecasts, to achieve this aim because of the “very 
strong resistance from the countnes with lower popula- 
tions, and this will perhaps make this the hardest point 
to resolve...” 


The Spanish Government also has an additional reason 
for striving not to lose influence. With the new enlarge- 
ments, the EU’s center of gravity will shift further 
eastward and northward, making Spain a more periph- 
eral country, with specific problems in Mediterranean 
agriculture, fisheries, and desertification... So in order 
not to be frequently placed in a minority, it suggests that 
three countries totaling over 100 million inhabitants 
(Spain, Italy, and Greece, for instance) could constitute a 
blocking minority in the Council of Ministers. 


On some matters such as social security, social protection 
in general, direct taxation, the quality of public services, 
and the environment, among others, the Spanish delega- 
tion at the conference will advocate keeping the rule of 
unanimity in decisionmaking in order not to find itself 
obliged to make an effort which the country’s wealth and 
productivity do not enable it to make. 


In the case of the European Parliament, “the need also 
arises to correct in some way the currently existing 
imbalance between the distribution of seats and the 


population.” 


In the case of the EU's executive body, the report 
intimates that the number of commissioners could be 
reduced to 15, five fewer than at present. The large 
countries would only have one, while the small countries 
would rotate in the other portfolios. 


Shelve Economic and Monetary Union 


Spain and a majority of EU member states do not wish to 
tackle the Economic and Monetary Union (EMU) at the 
1996 conference, in order thus to prevent “the introduc- 
tion of new convergence criteria, such as unemployment 
or the trade deficit, which were already suggested by 
some at Maastricht.” 


Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez opposed this so that Spain 
would not find it harder to attain the third stage of EMU, 
which will involve the creation of a single currency. 


However, the Spanish document does advocate making 
defense an “integral part of the Union” in 1996, with the 
consequent “system of collective defense and mutual 
security guarantees,” such as those envisaged in NATO. 


Nevertheless, it warns that Spain would then have to pay 
for 8 percent of the European defense budget, “which 
would have very considerable financial consequences” in a 
country which devotes few resources to its Armed Forces. 
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Last, with a view to the enlargement to young and still 
fragile democracies with national minority problems, the 
Fifteen should draw up a charter of basic rights and 
freedoms, which would bz protected by the Luxembourg 
Court of Justice, whicii would act as a constitutional 
court, and by the national courts. 


The most likely final outcome of the IGC, the report 
forecasts, will be a “unanimous agreement accepting 
variable geometry”; that is, allowing some states to opt 
out of certain policies, but leaving open to them the 
possibility of joining in them later, if they wish to do so. 


These special dispensations are a prerequisite for partner 
countries such as Denmark or the United Kingdom 
being able to give what their approval to what is agreed. 


This new configuration of Europe should be embodied in 
a treaty or a constitution which, unlike Maastricht, 
which is incomprehensible even to initiates, would be 
“clear, legible, and attractive.” 


The EU's major principles would appear “in a basic 
document of a quasi constitutional nature, leaving their 
more detailed development to a wordier implementation 
document...” 


Dangers of Cohesion 


In 1999, the EU will devote 5.3 trillion pesetas to the 
structural funds; the mechanism which tries to offset the 
differences in development between its more prosperous 
and less developed regions. 


If another 15 partners were to join the EU at the 
beginning of the next century and the latter were to 
maintain its effort of solidarity with the old poor and 
extend it to the new poor, that sum would double, the 
Spanish report preparing for the 1996 meeting states. 


The idea of “reallocating” a large part of the current 
funds earmarked for economic and social cohesion or 
solidarity with the South is gaining ground in the wealth- 
iest states. The aim would be to divert them from the 


FBIS-WEU-95-029 
13 February 1995 


members now receiving them, which have enjoyed their 
advantages for over 15 years, to the newly arrived East 
European countries. 


Spain and the other three countries benefiting from cohe- 
sion (Portugal, Greece, and Ireland), the document warns, 
“will not accept...any kind of transfer to the new members 
which would reduce what they currently receive.” 


The argument is that cost of admitting East Europe 
should not fall on the Union’s most underprivileged 
countries or regions. They will therefore demand new 
contributions to the EU budget in order to finance the 
enlargement. 


Common Agricultural Policy 


This will represent in 1999 1.27 percent of the Union's 
GDP, and should range between 1.96 percent and 2.32 
percent in order to be able to pay for the enlargement at 
the beginning of the century. The bulk of this increase 
would be earmarked for the Common Agricultural 
Policy and the rest for cohesion. 


On paper, the increase is impressive, but should be 
clarified. In order to alleviate the problem, the transi- 
tional periods for the full integration of new members 
could be lengthened. After all, the Spanish document 
points out, Spain and Portugal have been subject to 
transitional periods of up to 20 years in certain sectors. 


It is also advisable “to set the alarmism about some 
relatively modest sums in terms of budget increases, 
measured in percentages of GDP, against the enormous 
benefits, not only political but also economic, which will 
result from enlargement,” especially for the Community 
countries with strong trade penetration in East Europe, 
which are also net contributors to Community funds. 


The Spanish Government trusts that this matter will not 
arise during the 1996 conference, because the financial 
prospects should be discussed only three years later. If it were 
to crop up, Carlos Westendorp warns, “it could jeopardize 
the conference's success, and hence the enlargement.” 
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Denmark 


Rushdie Statements by Iran's Vaezi Condemned 
BR1002161495 Copenhagen INFORMATION 
in Danish 10 Feb p 1 


[Report by Enk Thygesen: “Helveg Petersen's Iranian 
Guest Adheres to Rushdie Sentence”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] The Iranian deputy foreign minister 
still thinks that Salman Rushdie should be murdered. 


“Mahmud Vae:i's statement simply underlines the fact that 
Denmark should not have received the Iranian deputy 
foreign minister and that the so-called critical dialogue with 
Iran is not worth a thing,” Per Stig Moller, the Conservative 
People’s Party's foreign policy spokesman, told INFORMA- 
TION after the Iranian news agency reported yesterday that 
during a visit to Paris Vaezi “underlined the necessity of 
carrying out the death sentence against the blasphemous 
author of "The Satanic Verses.”” 


“Vaezi has clearly not learned anything from the visit to 
Denmark,” Per Stig Moller. 


[Thygesen] His statements sounded a little different after 
the meeting. 


“I'm not so sure about that... He was already sounding 
pretty gruff the day after the meeting—while he was still 
here in Denmark. But presumable Helveg Petersen has 
learned something. He clearly believed Vaezi's assur- 
ances that the Iranian Government would not actively 
send people out to murder Rushdie. He must have 
realized afterward that even if government members do 
not personally go round with rifles, they urge other 
people to carry out the work.” 


Deputy Foreign Minister Mahmud Vaezi told the Ira- 
nian news agency that the fatwah cannot be altered. 


Before, during, and after Vaezi's visit Foreign Minister 
Niels Helveg Petersen has stressed the necessity of 
engaging in a “critical dialogue” with the Iranian 
regime—something that is also the official EU line. 


Morten Haahr of the Danish Rushdie Committee told 
INFORMATION that Vaezi's statements show that “the 
critical dialogue is bankrupt. It has not been a dialogue, 
but a monologue. It is important that Denmark and the 
EU take a new and more serious step. A start would be to 
make conditions in connection with trade agreements. 
Iran has expressed a wish for a joint agreement with the 
countries of the EU. This would be « suitable place to 
make a start and try to put pressure on Iran.” 


Uffe Ellemann-Jensen, the Liberai Party chairman, 
made similar statements to RITZAUS BUREAU yes- 
terday: “The government should urge Sweden and Fin- 
land that thé three Nordic EU countries should together 
put pressure on the Council of Ministers to have joint 
EU trade restrict .1s introduced against Iran,” the Lib- 
eral Party chairman said. 
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Niels Helveg Petersen issued a statement from the For- 
eign Ministry in which he expressed surprise at the 
interview with Vaezi: “It did not square with his state- 
ments during the visit to Copenhagen which has just 
ended. Dialogue loses its meaning if you say one thing in 
Copenhagen and something different in Paris. If the 
statements can be confirmed, this must of course lead to 
reconsideration of our policy toward Iran. In that case I 
intend to raise the matter both with the Nordic countries 
and inside the EU with the aim of exerting greater 
pressure to get the priests’ regime to understand that we 
are serious when we demand respect for human mghts.” 


Finland 


Ahtisaari, Rantanen Meet With Hungary's Kovacs 


BR1002113895 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET 
in Swedish 9 Feb 95 p 5 


[Report by Bjarne Nitovuori: “Hungary Is Hoping for 
Finnish EU Help”™] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Hungary is hoping for Finnish 
help in its attempts to become a member of the EU. 


“It 1s very good to know that we have another friend on 
the inside which can help Hungary join,” Hungarian 
Foreign Minister Laszlo Kovacs said at a news confer- 
ence held in Helsinki yesterday on the occasion of his 
one-day visit to Finland. 


Besides seeking EU membership, Hungary is also 
striving to become a member of NATO as soon as 
possible. The problem regarding Hungary's membership 
of NATO is that Russia objects to it. 


“Our endeavor to become a member of NATO is not 
aimed against our neighbors, and is not a consequence of 
our expecting any external threat to materialize. We 
believe that NATO is a security structure that can 
contribute toward stability in the region, and we want to 
become part of that structure. 


“The other reason is that we want to participate in 
Euro-Atlantic integration, which is something more than 
economic integration.” 


Kovacs stressed that Russia was expressing its concern at 
the enlargement of NATO, and not at Hungarian mem- 
bership as such. 


He said that the Hungarians—among other things in discus- 
sions with Russian President Boris Yeltsin in conjunction 
with the CSCE summit in Budapest last December—had 
emphasized that Hungarian membership of NATO would 
contribute to stability in the region and was thus also 
compatible with Russian security interests. 


Agreements With Neighboring Countries 


One of the major issues in Hungarian foreign policy is its 
relations with neighboring countries, particularly 
Romania and Slovakia, which are both home to large 
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Hungarian minorities. On this issue the tactics of the 
new socialist-liberal government differ from those of its 
predecessor, the christian-national coalition. Where the 
previous government made the improvement of the 
situation of the Hungarian minority a precondition for 
an improvement in relations, the present government is 
adopting the opposite approach, aiming to influence the 
status of the minorities by improving relations. 
Hungary is negotiating a basic agreement with both 
countnes which will on the one hand stipulate that none 
of the interested parties has any territorial claims, and on 
the other hand guarantee the rights of minorities. 


It is possible that the agreement with Romania will be 
ready for signature in mid-March. However, Kovacs said 
he did not really think that that would be the case. 
Among other things he pointed to the anti-Hungarian 
campaign in Romania over the last few weeks. 


The prospects of reaching agreement with Slovakia 
within the next few weeks are better because, unlike in 
the case of Romania, there are no “alarming or 
depressing factors” involved. 


During his visit to Helsinki, Foreign Minister Kovacs 
met with Finnish President Martti Ahtisaan and Finnish 
Foreign Minister Paavo Rantanen, among others. One 
topic of discussion with the president was his state visit 
to Hungary in one month. 

Hungarian Prime Minister Gyula Horn will also visit 
Finland some time this year. 


Constitutional Reform To Limit President's 
Powers 


LD1002125895 Helsinki Suomen Yleisradio Network 
in Finnish 1200 GMT 10 Feb 95 


{[FB'S Translated Text] The Finnish parliament has 
appre ved the content of a constitutional reform to limit 
the powers of the president. The legislative change, 
whereby parliarnent would gain from the president the 
right to nominate a prime minister, was voted through at 
second reading by 123 votes to 52. The Social Democrats 
and the Rural Party voted against, as they want the 
president to keep the nght to appoint a prime minister. 
The parliament will not make its final decision on the 
constitutional reform until after the elections, as imple- 
menting it as urgent would require a five-sixths majority. 


Norway 


Scale of Arms Exports to Turkey Assessed 


BR1 302113995 Oslo ARBEIDERBLADET 
in Norwegian 10 Feb 95 p 18 


[Report by Oyvind Johnsen: “Arms Sales to Turkey for 
Almost 100 Million Kroner’) 


[FBIS Translated Text] Labor Party leader Thorbjorn 
Jagland claimed yesterday that Norwegian arms exports 
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to Turkey were “almost negligible.” In reality Norway 
has sold weapon parts and ammunition for almost 100 
million kroner to Turkey over a three-year period. Last 
year sales totalled over 18 million kroner. 


Thorbjorn Jagland was taking Trade Minister Grete 
Knudsen’s siatement to the Storting in October last year 
as his point of departure when he used the phrase 
“almost negligible” to describe Norwegian arms exports 
to Turkey. In her explanation the trade minister of 
commerce stated that total exports of defense materiel in 
1992 and 1993 amounted to “less than half a million 
kroner”—if we “disregard 48 turrets with barrels for 
firing missiles,” the trade minister said. 


However, the orders the trade minister chose to disre- 
gard made up an important part of the entry headed 
“Tanks and other motor-driven armored vehicles, 
including those equipped with weapons, and spare parts 
for them,” in the Central Bureau of Statistics’ review of 
foreign trade. This entry shows Norwegian exports of 
61.3 million kroner to Turkey in 1993, compared to 1.6 
million in 1992. 


Norwegian deliveries of components for Turkish 
armored vehicles—probably launching turrets for TOW 
missiles—continued last year: In 1994 this entry shows 
an export figure of 16.2 million kroner. The total amount 
included in the “tank entry” thus shows exports totalling 
79.1 million kroner in the course of the years 1992-1994. 


The “Bomb Entry” 

But Norway does not only sell equipment for Turkish 
armored vehicles. Figures from the Central Bureau of 
Statistics also show fluctuating—and currently rising— 
sales under entry 93.06: “Bombs, shells, mines, and similar 
war materiel, and cartridges and other ammunition.” 


The sale of military ammunition—entered under “other 
cartridges”—and other articles entered under “others” 
in category 93.06 amounted to 0.8 million kroner in 
1990, and 0.7 million kroner in 1991. This dropped 
drastically in 1992, probably because of temporary 
restrictions, to a low of 4,100 kroner, but rose again in 
1993 to 496,138 kroner. 


It was probably the 1992-1993 figures for this entry 
which the minister of commerce had in mind when she 
claimed that sales were “under half a million for these 
two years.” In 1994 sales included in this entry rose to 
their highest level in the 90's: 2.2 million kroner. 


If we add up the sales of tank equipment and ammuni- 
tion for the years 1992-1994, we arrive at a total docu- 
mented sales figure for Norwegian military material to 
Turkey of 80.1 million kroner. 


Secret 


But Norway also exports other defense materiel to 
Turkey. There is the military explosive Octol from 
Dyno, which among other things ts used in rocket 
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pons. There are also aircraft engine parts for F-16 
an PF-110 fighter-bombers, and spare parts for the 
telemeters in these planes. 


ARBEIDERBLADET was unable to obtain the export 
figures for these categories of goods. As far as military 
explosives are concerned, the Central Bureau of Statis- 
tics has informed us that “information on gunpowder 
and explosives is confidential,” and that the bureau itself 
not having access to these export figures. 


We have also been unable to ascertain the export figures 
for equipment for the Turkish air force. However, it is 
reasonabie to assume that the totals for military explo- 
sives and aircraft parts for three years must come to 
several million kroner. This means that the total of 
Norwegian exports of defense materiel to Turkey for the 
period 1992-94 would approach 100 mullion kroner— 
and the figure could be higher. 


Fluctuating Share 


Another indicator can 2!so be used to estimate the size of 
Norwegian defense materiel sales to Turkey. In 1992 
Norway's total export of goods to the country amounted 
to 352 million kroner, and documented sales of defense 
material came to 1.6 million—in other words, they were 
less than half a percent of total exports. 


In 1993 total exports of Norwegian goods amounted to 
506 million kroner, and documented sales of defense 
material came to 61.3 million, in other words, over 10 
percent of total exports. In 1994 total exports were 288 
million kroner, of which documented exports of arms 
and ammunition made up 18.4 million kroner, in other 
words, well over 6 percent of exports. 


Government Criticized 


BR1302114995 Oslo ARBEIDERBLADET in 
Norwegian 10 Feb 95 p 18 


[Report by Kjetil Stormark and Tone Holmquist: 
“Opposition Reacts Strongly” 


[FBIS Translated Text] The trade minister should 
appear before the Storting as soon as possible and give a 
new account of Norwegian arms exports to Turkey. if 
ARBEIDERBLADET'’s information is correct, this is a 
serious matter for the government. 


This is what the opposition parties in the Storting have 
to say after being confronted with information about the 
scale of arms exports to Turkey. Center Party leader 
Anne Enger Lahnstein, Christian People’s Party leader 
Kjell Magne Bondevik, and Socialist People's Party 
leader Erik Solheim all describe the matter as very 
serious for the government and do not rule out the 
possibility that it could have repercussions in the Stort- 
ing. A united opposition-——-with the exception of the 
Conservative Party and the Progress Party, is demanding 
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“Now that ARBEIDEKBLADET has documented these 
tion as soon as possible of why the picture she presented is 


“But the fact that the Storting has been given a distorted 
picture is in itself very serious. But I would like to wait 
until I have heard her explanation before | say anything 
more about the degree of seriousness,” Bondevik said. 
He sincerely hopes that the trade minister herself knows 
nothing about this. “Yes, I do hope so, for her sake.” 


Center Party leader Anne Enger Lahnstein also views the 
matter as very serious. 


“If it is true that very important information has not 
been made public, and that the Storting has been given 
inadequate information, this is clearly a serious matter,” 
Lahnstein said. 


Lahnstein too thinks that the cabinet should immedi- 
ately brief the Storting on arms exports to Turkey, 
preferably at the earliest possible opportunity. 


Moral Quagmire 

Socialist Left Party leader Erik Solheim levels very strong 
criticism against Labor Party leader Thorbjorn Jagland, 
who yesterday played down arms exports to Turkey. 
“Arms sales to Turkey have become a moral quagmire 
for the government and the Labor Party. Saying that we 
sell only a few arms to Turkey is like excusing shop- 
lifting because we steal only a little, and besides, others 
do it too.” The Socialist Left Party leader also expressed 
a lack of confidence in the government in this matter: 


“Norwegian arms sales to Turkey clearly have to be 
exposed bit by bit,” Solheim said. 


Petersen Cautious 


Conservative Party leader Jan Petersen was more mod- 
erate in his comments than the Christian People’s Party, 
the Center Party, and the Socialist Left Party. 


“Of course it is regrettable that we have not received the 
correct figures. But that does not change my view of arms 
sales to Turkey. This makes no difference one way or the 
other for me,” Petersen said by telephone from Paris. 
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Hizbailah Leader Threatens Israeli Embassy 
NC1202194795 Nicosia CyBC Television Network 
in Greek 1830 GMT 12 Feb 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] The Muslim extremist group 
Hizballah has threatened to attack Israeli interests in 
Cyprus. Correspondent Petros Konsiandinou reports: 
[Begin Konstandinou recording} A leading member of the 
Muslim fanatic organization Hizballah has threatened to 
attack Israeli interests in Cyprus in retaliation for his 
brother's murder approximately a month and a half ago. 
The threats were made after Hizballah received information 
that the brother's murderers supposedly departed from 
Cyprus. The leading member of the organization warned 
that it will retaliate for his brother's death. 

The appropriate authorities and the Israeli Embassy in 
Nicosia have been informed about the threats. According to 
our information, the israclis are particularly concerned and 
have ordered increased security measures in the embassy 
and other areas of Israeli interest. According to an authori- 
tative source, from time to time, information is received 
that the israeli Embassy and other areas will be the targets of 
terronst attacks. All the necessary security measures are 
taken. [end recording] 


UN’s Feisse! Discusses Prospects for Solution 


NC1202200895 Nicosia O FILELEVTHERO*: in Greek 
12 Feb 9S ps 


{interview with Gustave Feissel, the UN secretary gen- 
eral’s alternate special representative in Cyprus, with 
correspondent Andreas Khatzikiriakos, in Nicosia; date 
not given} 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [Khatzikiriakos} You have 
been involved in the Cyprus issue since 1985 when 
proximity talks were held between former President 
Spiros Kiprianou and Turkish Cypriot leader Rauf Den- 
ktas. Why do you think the Cyprus issue has not been 
resolved yet? 


[Feissel] It has not been resolved because at different 
times and at different levels, the two communities did 
not have the necessary will. A possible reason is that the 
solution that will be found—when it is found—will not 
give each side everything it is hoping for. This is why it 
is difficult to reach a solution. [passage omitted] 
|Khatzikiriakos] Several people who are involved in the 
Cyprus issue—not just Greek Cypriots—consider the 
EU factor a significant development in the Cyprus issue 
that affects the behavior of the two sides and the con- 
tents of the pursued solution. 


[Feissel] That is true. It is an example of a dynamic that 
exists in the Cyprus issue. Some years ago, there was no 
such possibility. For various reasons, the EU is now a 
factor in the Cyprus issue. 


[Khatzikiriakos}] What is its effect? 
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[Ferssel] Naturally, each side tries to satisfy its interests 
and concerns within the framework of an overall solu- 
tion. Both sides must take this into consideration and 
move accordingly. EU membership is a part of the 
Cypriot scenery. 


{Khatzikiriakos}] During your involvement in the Cyprus 
wssue, was there any period during which we were very 
close to a solution? 


[Feissel] I believe there was. In 1991 when we were 
working on the UN secretary general's set of ideas, we 
were very close to reaching an agreement on the set of 
ideas. Although today the situation appears gloomy and 
people are disappointed, | believe it is the first time that 
we are close to all the elements that could lead to a 
solution or an agreement that would satisfy the interests 
and concerns of both sides. What is interesting in the 
Cyprus issue 1s that these interests and concerns do not 
conflict. Satisfying one side does not rule out the other's 
satisfaction. [passage omitted] 


[Khatzikiriakos] How do you intend to continue? With the 
shuttle diplornacy thai has proved time-consuming and 
publicly gives the impression that it is not bearing fruit? 


[Feissel] What we are trying to do is bring to the surface 
the conditions that will allow the two leaders to meet and 
to deal with these issues directly and to safeguard the 
necessary prospect that will make these talks useful. 


[Khatzikiriakos] How close are we to direct talks? 


[Feissei] 1 do not see them happening tomorrow 
morning. The main goal is to create a common ground 
on which the two leaders will build the rest. 


[Khatzikiriakos] We are approaching the so-called “elec- 
tions” in the occupied areas (in the second half of April) 
and everyone knows that during these periods, the medi- 
ation effort is put on ice. 


[Fetssel] I imagine that we will have another such period 
but we did not approach this issue and we will certainly 
not approach it for some time yet. | believe that we must 
not look at the situation from the standpoint that some- 
thing dramatic must happen cither in February or 
March. I believe we must look at it in the long term. So, 
before or after the elections is not the most decisive 
factor. We are not setting as a goa! that the leaders must 
meet before or after the elections. We are working on 
creating the appropriate conditions so views get close 
enough to make direct talks productive. 


[Khatzikiriakos] Let us move to another sector. Ai this 
time there are two schools of thought in Cyprus. The first 
maintains that Denktas is the reason that a solution has 
not been found, and the second recognizes that Denktas 
is an obstacle but believes that he is the only one who can 
pass a solution to the Turkish Cypriot community. | 
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know that as a diplomat you will not take sides but I 
would like your view on the role that personalities play 
in the preblem. 


[Ferssel] Personalities are important. Denktas and others 
are important people. However. this might be the night time 
to stress something that has not been recognized adequately. 
There may be important personalities, there may be impor- 
tant countries that exert influence on what is or what is not 
happening. but above all there is the Turkish Cypriot and 
the Greek Cypriot community and I believe that this aspect 
has not been recognized enough. There ts a need to send a 
clearer and warmer message to the Turkish Cypnot commu- 
nity about the feelings of the Greek Cypriot side and to 
recognize that they are a part of Cyprus and that the two 
communities will necessarily build the future that we are 
trying to create. This requires that there is interest and 
respect between the two communities. 


As the larger of the two communities in terms of popu- 
lation, the Greek Cypriot community must send this 
message to the Turkish Cypriots. | do not imply that 
there are no other significant aspects in the Cyprus issue 
bui | believe that this issue needs the grcatest attention. 


[Khatzikiriakos}] What kind of a message are you talking 
about specifically’ 


[Feissel] A message that will recognize that the Turkish 
Cypriots exist and that their views and concerns are 
significant. | believe that sometimes some things are 
being said unwittingly that give the impression to the 
Turkish Cypriots that their views are not particularly 
significant. Often Greek Cypriots focus only on Turkey 
as the country that can resolve the issue. Obviously, 
Turkey 1s a significant factor that is involved in the 
Cyprus issue. There is no doubt about that. But when 
someone says that the entity with which he wants to 
solve the problem 1s Turkey, he gives the impression to 
the Turkish Cypriots that their views and concerns are 
insignificant. I do not imply that the Greek Cypriots aim 
to do this, but this is how the Turkish Cypriots under- 
stand it. That is why greater sensitivity is necessary. 


[Khatzikiriakos] You said the Greek Cypriots need to 
send a positive message to the Turkish Cypriots. What 
should the Turkish Cypriot side do? Simply accept the 


message”? 


[Fersselj | believe the Turkish Cypriot side must also be 
sensitive to the pain and the experiences of the Greek 
Cypriots in 1974. As I have said, we need a solution that 
will satisfy the interests and concerns of both sides. 
Obviously, a compromise is necessary. There is no 
perfect settlement in which each side will see all its own 
positions included. [passage omitted] 


{Khatzikiriakos] What about the involvement of other 
powers—other than the United Nations—in the efforts 
for a solution to the Cyprus issue? A respectable number 
of foreign diplomats, whose main occupation is to find a 
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solution to the Cyprus issue, are serving under the 
umbrella of the UN good offices. How does this affect 
the job of the United Nations? Doesn't it cause coordi- 
nation problems? 

[Feissel] The orders come from the UN secretary general 
and the Security Council. The five permanent members 
aim to support the UN secretary general in carrying out 
his mission and meetings are held frequently to review 
the situation. I do not believe there are any coordination 
problems. 


[Khatzikiriakos] Do you believe that so far the failure to 
find a solution has a negative impact on the Un‘ted 
Nations? 


[Feissel] I believe it has a negative impact on the 
international reality. 


[Khatzikiriakos] I would like to discuss the issue of UN 
credibility in Cyprus and specifically on the confidence- 
building measures [CBM’s]. When Joe Clark, the UN 
secretary general's special representative in Cyprus, pre- 
sented to President Glavkos Kliridhis the 21 March UN 
document, he told him—according to Kliridhis—that it 
would be the last document on ways to implement the 
CBM’s. In his report dated 30 May 1994, the UN 
secretary general questioned whether additional changes 
in the document for implementing the CBM’'s in order to 
satisfy the Turkish Cypriot concerns could lead to an 
agreement. Suddenly these changes were made in 
Vienna. Don’t you think that this would raise the issue of 
the credibility of the United Nations? 


[Feissel] | do not see there is a problem regarding 
credibility. The United Nations is trying to achieve 
progress and this requires talks with both sides. Obvi- 
ously, the May-June efforts failed. The problem was not 
that the changes on the 21 March UN document were 
significant but that the procedure lasted too long and as 
a result we had the reaction we observed. If the same 
thing had happened six months earlier, things might 
have been different. As you know, the Security Council 
and the UN secretary general still hope that a way will be 
found to implement the measures. 


{Khatzikiriakos] Although you are a diplomat, I would like 
your view on the prevailing conviction that the big powe-s 
are using double standards in international relations. 


[Feissel] I believe that everyone, not just the big powers, 
is using double standards. We are all doing it. No one is 
perfect. 


Denktash Warns About Provoking Greece to War 


7TA1002143095 Nicosia Bayrak Radio in Turkish 
1130 GMT 10 Feb 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] President Rauf Denktash has 
declared that the Greek Cypriot policy of not reaching a 
solution with the Turkish Cypriots in Cyprus has been 
further crystallized as a result of the Greek stand with 
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regard to the EU-Turkey Customs Union. Denktash 
made a statement to a Bayrak Radio and Television 
correspondent in connection with the Greek rejection of 
the EU decision in principle adopted in Brussels on 
Turkey’s membership in the Customs Union. Denktas 
said that the matter concerns Turkey, but if the decisions 
concerning Cyprus are amended further, then the 
Turkish Cypriots will have something to say. If Europe 
continues to succumb to Greece’s blackmail, it will be 
encouraging Greece to cause a new war in Cyprus, 
Denktash warned. He continued: 


[Begin Denktash recording] The matter naturally con- 
cerns Turkey. From our viewpoint, if the decisions 
regarding Cyprus are amended further to our detriment, 
then we will also have something to say. If Europe 
continues to succumb to Greece’s blackmail, it will be 
encouraging Greece to the point of causing a new war in 
Cyprus. This is what Greece is preparing for; this is its 
policy. Step by step, it has been implementing the policy 
started in 1954 to transform Cyprus into a Greek island. 
They are ignoring the Turkish Cypriots. 


Although Makarios toppled by force the partnership 
republic guaranteed under the 1960 Constitution and 
replaced it with a Greek Cypriot government in total 
violation of agreements, they have unashamedly con- 
tinued to support this republic and portray it as the 
legitimate Cyprus Government to the whole world. They 
made the world accept this situation. For the past 32 
years, the Greek Cypriots have been exerting efforts to 
take possession of Cyprus. They want to use the EU to 
this end. This is evident. 


Knowing these facts, we are giving our answer and 
demonstrating our goodwill. We are not throwing cau- 
tion to the wind, however, and everyone should know 
that. I read the EU decision in the press today. It does 
not include the fine elements we expected. It is under- 
stood that they still view us as part of the Cyprus 
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Republic. We cannot accept this, because there is only a 
Greek Cypriot Republic in the south under the title of 
the Cyprus Republic. As a sovereign people, we said 
what we have to say yesterday. We do not find it 
necessary to repeat it today. [end recording] 


Denktash said that if the decision, which was accepted 
by Turkey in Brussels and which we said does not change 
the position of the Turkish Cypriot side, is amended in 
favor of the Greek Cypriots, the necessary action must 
be taken immediately. In taking new steps with regard to 
Cyprus, the EU should refrain from situations and 
attitudes that will deepen the strife between the two 
communities, Denktash remarked and added: 


[Begin Denktash recording] If the decision, which was 
accepted by Turkey and which we said does not change 
our existing position or situation, is amended further in 
favor of the Greek Cypriots, then we will have to take the 
necessary measures. I do not wish to expand any further 
on this issue. Turkey’s reaction is clear. In taking new 
steps with regard to Cyprus, the EU should refrain from 
situations and attitudes that will deepen the strife 
between the two communities. Starting the procedure for 
Cyprus’ accession to the EU despite the objection of the 
Turkish Cypriots and despite their legal, political, and 
economic views will not contribute to peace. It will rock 
the very foundations of the peace we envisage for 
Cyprus. We have been explaining this to them continu- 
ously, but they refuse to understand. We will continue to 
follow the situation. There is nothing for us to lose. No 
one can force us to accept an agreement that is unaccept- 
able to our people. Our people have embraced their 
equality and sovereignty, Turkey’s guarantee, and the 
principle of bizonality. They are aware of the conse- 
quences of an agreement that does not incorporate these 
elements. The Greek Cypriot policy of not reaching an 
agreement with us has been further crystallized through 
the attitude of Greece. [end recording] 
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Newspaper Cites Clinton Adviser on Relations 


NC1302110095 Athens I KATHIMERINI in Greek 
12 Feb 95 p 8 


[Report by Washington correspondent Alexis Papakhelas] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] The Clinton Administration 
hopes that the positive climate that was created when the 
members of the Greek minority party Omonoia were 
released will create a dynamic in the region that will 
assist in the settlement of the pending issues between 
Athens and Skopje [The Former Yugoslav Republic of 
Macedonia—FY ROM]. Richard Shifter, the man who 
handled the Omonoia issue for U.S. President Bill 
Clinton, said this in an exclusive interview with I 
KATHIMERINI. The U.S. official specifically stressed: 
“if relations between Greece and Albania improve and 
satisfactory settlements are reached, we hope that the 
climate and these settlements will move east to relations 
between Greece and FYROM. 


Shifter said he believes “Greece can play a very impor- 
tant role in the Balkans because of its economic capabil- 
ities.” He stressed that all the countries in the region 
must understand that there will be no absolute winner or 
loser in relations among them. 


Shifter, who is currently a U.S. presidential adviser and 
the official who is undertaking difficult missions for 
National Security Adviser Tony Lake, continues to 
follow closely the Omonoia issue. It is noteworthy that 
during our meeting at his office in the White House, 
Shifter accepted phone calls briefing him on latest devel- 
opments. The White House spokesman said he hopes 
“the measures announced by Foreign Minister Karolos 
Papoulias on a border agreement and work permits for 
Albanians in Greece will be implemented if the final 
outcome of this issue is positive and justice prevails.” 
Shifter also stressed that Washington would want Greece 
and Albania to hold joint military maneuvers and 
pointed out the benefits that would arise from bilateral 
cooperation. 


The White House adviser did not answer whether Alba- 
nian President Sali Berisha knew about the decision of 
the Supreme Court in advance or if he will try to 
overturn it. However, the U.S. services know that there 
is tension between the Albanian leader and the court's 
president. Clinton has not sent a letter yet on the latest 
developments, possibly because he is waiting for the final 
outcome of the case. 


Shifter took over the issue in September 1994 “partly 
because I had known Berisha personally since 1991 when 
he was the opposition leader.’ He stressed that Clinton 
was personally involved in the issue and sent two letters 
to Berisha. 


According to diplomatic sources, in his first visit last 
September, Shifter rather easily persuaded the Albanian 
leader to drop from the charges t/ e one of high treason, 
which could mean the death penalty. Berisha believed 


GREECE 37 


this settlement would satisfy Washington and he was 
particularly disturbed when in his second visit, Shifter 
said the “United States will be satisfied only if the five 
were released.” 


Stalinist Charges 


Shifter described to I KATHIMERINI what he felt when 
he read the official charges for the first time. He said “I 
was reminded of similar charges used in Stalin’s trials of 
his opponents.” The U.S. official also explained that he 
was interested in this case because his parents were 
imprisoned by the Nazi regime in Germany. He stressed 
that he has repeatedly discussed these experiences and 
everything that the Greeks in Albania are facing with 
Greek-American Nicolas Cage. 


Shifter also spoke about the activity of “nationalistic 
organizations in Greece which live in the past, have 
ideologies of the past, and want redefinitions of bor- 
ders.” He noted the need to “drop these goals and work 
for bilateral economic cooperation.” Clinton’s adviser 
stressed that the United States will continue working to 
smooth Greek-Albanian relations and explained that 
U.S. interest in the region has increased. He said: “Those 
who believe the United States and Europe compete in 
the Balkans must understand that we have a common 
goal: to cooperate to benefit the region.” 


Is is worth noting that Shifter faced significant obstacles 
and reactions in his effort to mobilize the entire U.S. 
foreign policy mechanism for the Omonoia issue. Spe- 
cifically, he faced the reaction of the U.S. State Depart- 
ment (until Richard Holbrooke took over as assistant 
secretary of state for European affairs), the Pentagon, 
and some of the National Security Council members. 
Answering a question, Shifter just said the “U.S. Presi- 
dent expressed his position clearly and he is the only one 
in charge of charting U.S. policy!” 


Karamanlis: Country in ‘Deep Trouble’ With EU 


NC1102172495 Athens | KATHIMERINI in Greek 
11 Feb 95 p1 


{[FBIS Translated Text] President Konstandinos Kara- 
manlis yesterday distanced himself from the govern- 
ment’s moves—the decision to seek a redefinition of the 
Brussels agreement for the EU-Turkish customs union 
and the beginning of accession talks with Cyprus. 


In a private conversation with Prime Minister Andreas 
Papandreou during the swearing-in ceremony for the 
new Justice Minister Andreas Peponis, Karamanlis said: 
“Mr. Prime Minister, we are in deep trouble. Instead of 
rejecting the decision of the EU foreign ministers as a 
whole, we should have separated the issue of Cyprus 
from the topics that interest Greece directly. Especially 
because through its president, Cyprus expressed its sat- 
isfaction at this decision internationally.” 








This report may contain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 

















«S 


38 GREECE 


It is noted that at the community level, the French EU 
presidency also expressed its regret for the decision of 
the Greek Government to reject the Brussels draft agree- 
ment and said it hopes the differences will be resolved. 
All German political parties expressed support for the 
decision of Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel to reject the 
Greek Government position. 


In Athens, the Greek Government announced that 
Papandreou conveyed a letter to the EU leaders asking 
that four points of the Brussels agreement be redefined. 
Two of the points concern the beginning of accession 
negotiations between the EU and Cyprus. The 
spokesman finally said he hopes the EU countries “will 
move with a spirit of communal solidarity” to satisfy the 
Greek request. 


Government Insists EU Satisfy Requirements 


NC1102170795 Athens Elliniki Radhiofonia Radio 
Network in Greek 1230 GMT 11 Feb 95 


{FBIS Translated Text] Prime Minister Andreas Papan- 
dreou yesterday sent letters to his European Union 
counterparts, clarifying Greek positions on some points 
of the Brussels draft agreement for the EU-Turkish 
customs union agreement. 


Government spokesman Evangelos Venizelos said 
Greece insists that the four points it raised be met and 
also wants further clarifications regarding Cyprus’ mem- 
bership and aid to the Greek textiles industry. 


Shortly before leaving for France to participate in the 
unofficial meeting of the EU ministers in charge of 
audio-visual media, reporters asked Venizelos if at his 
meeting with the prime minister yesterday President 
Konstandinos Karamanlis reacted to the rejection of the 
Brussels agreement. Venizelos noted that the govern- 
ment has no comments or statements on the meetings 
between the prime minister and the president. The 
spokesman concluded: These are the two top state offi- 
cials and what they discussed is known only to them. 


Papoulias, Mangakis Interviewed on EU Issues 


NC1002210595 Athens Elliniki Radhiofonia Radio 
Network in Greek 1800 GMT 10 Feb 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Foreign Minister Karolos 
Papoulias made a statement on the stance of the French 
European Union [EU] presidency regarding the EU- 
Turkish customs union agreement. 


[Begin Papoulias recording] The French presidency 
might be making its own evaluations and taking its own 
initiatives. The Greek position is the one expressed by 
Deputy Foreign Minister Yeoryios-Alexandros Man- 
gakis and the one expressed at the ministerial conference 
under Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou yesterday. 
{end recording} 


Mangakis today reiterated the unanimous decision of the 
Greek Government to continue the struggle at a higher 
level so that accession talks between the EU and Cyprus 


will begin. 
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[Begin Mangakis recording] I believe very responsible 
factors in the Greek public view, politics, and jour- 
nalism, have realized that significant steps were taken. 
The unanimous decision was to continue in the same 
direction. I want to clarify that there is no corrective 
intervention. We will continue the struggle in the same 
direction but move it at a higher level, a prime ministe- 
rial level. This was the decision that was already imple- 
mented last night, thus meeting the deadline. We are 
now in a decisive struggle to free the Cyprus issue from 
the deathly hug of the Turkish desires, which imply 
stagnation. We will also help it acquire the prospect it 
deserves, the prospect of a future. 


The prime minister’s letter has moved the negotiations 
to a prime ministerial level. This demonstrates the 
seriousness of the Greek Government and expresses the 
feelings of the Greek people. [end recording] 


Germany’s Kinkel Said Angered by Greek Stand 
NC1002172395 Athens Elliniki Radhiofonia Radio 
Network in Greek 1600 GMT 10 Feb 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] A diplomatic source told the 
Athens News Agency that last night German Foreign 
Minister Klaus Kinkel apparently reacted in a fit of 
anger when he rejected the Greek conditions on the 
Brussels decision. The same source noted that he was 
very disappointed with the final stance that the Greek 
Government adopted. 


Answering an ATHENS NEWS AGENCY question 
regarding the wording saying that membership talks with 
Cyprus “may begin” instead of “will begin,” the German 
Foreign Ministry spokesman reiterated that this expres- 
sion does not overrule the fact that negotiations will 
begin at the latest six months after the 1996 intergovern- 
mental conference treaty is initialed. 


Early Presidential Elections Gain Ground 
95P20467A 


[FBIS Media Note] On 24 January, both Athens dailies I 
KATHIMERINI and ELEVTHEROS TIPOS published 
articles focusing on the possibility of early presidential 
elections. 


An editorial in I KATHIMERINI regretted that discus- 
sion of the presidential election started long before the 
end of the current president’s term and four months 
before the constitutionally-imposed electoral timetable, 
and suggested that early elections might be in order. 
Such protracted discussion has a negative influence on 
the country’s political life and on the economy, the 
editorial contended. Political conflict will increase as 
various electoral scenarios are proposed and debated. As 
a result, government action will be paralyzed and atten- 
tion diverted from the so-called “‘national issues” and 
from the measures needed to improve the economy, the 
editorial commented. Many candidates’ names will sur- 
face and suffer early attrition in the midst of partisan 
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battles. For this reason early presidential elections make 
sense, the editorial noted. The constitution calls for the 
election to be held by a special meeting, convoked by the 
president of the Chamber of Deputies “at least” one 
month before the end of the sitting president’s term. It is 
thus possible to hold elections one or two months ahead 
of schedule. This acceleration is “imposed by the present 
situation, wholly constitutional, and in no way affects 
President Konstandinos Karamanlis, who would con- 
tinue to discharge his duties normally until next May,” 
the editorial concluded. 


The 24 January ELEVTHEROS TIPOS claimed to have 
information that an acceleration of the presidential 
election has already been discussed and that political 
parties, as well as the presidency, have been informed. 
The article cited political observers as not excluding the 
possibility that the process could begin at the end of 
February or the beginning of March. 


Presidential Elections: Scenarios, Party Comments 
95P20456A 
{[FBIS Media Note] 


Election Scenarios Discussed 


The scenarios being discussed in the governing Panhellenic 
Socialist Movement (PASOK) with regard to the presiden- 
tial elections are based on the assumption that “nothing 
should be taken for granted, and especially not the safety of 
numbers,” wrote Petros Evthimiou in the 22 January 
Athens weekly TO VIMA TIS KIRIAKIS. Evthimiou 
quoted an uridentified government minister and member 
of the party’s executive office as saying that “we can no 
longer count on 170 PASOK deputies and 11 Political 
Spring deputies, nor on a given New Democracy (ND) 
parliamentary group, as two or four of our own deputies 
are ‘shaky’ and it is doubtful whether [Political Spring 
leader Andonis} Samaras has all his deputies ‘secured’.” 
Evthimiou noted a recent statement by PASOK deputy 
Thodhoros Pangalos that he will “think a lot before casting 
a vote for anyone.” The fact that the election of a president 
“needs a wider consensus” than that created by a partial 
agreement between PASOK and Political Spring or the 
Communist Party (KKE) generates two main PASOK 
scenarios, Evthimiou continued. According to the first, 
PASOK would undertake contacts with the other parties 
after deciding on the candidate of its choice, thus avoiding 
the element of surprise. In this scenario, the PASOK 
announcement would come in February, involving a non- 
PASOK candidate who would provide “strong guarantees” 
to the ND. Former Prime Minister Yeoryios Rallis, leader 
of the now-defunct Democratic Renewal Party Kostis 
Stefanopoulos, and former president of the Chamber of 
Deputies Athanasios Tsaldharis could fulfill these require- 
ments. At this time, however, Stefanopoulos seems to 
present the most advantages, Evthimiou continued. He is 
“esteemed” by Papandreou and is acceptable to Samaras. 
In addition, it would be difficult for ND leader Miltiadhis 
Evert to justify a rejection of Stefanopoulos, who is liked 
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by both the ND parliamentary group and the party's 
grassroots. In the view of PASOK, this scenario has the 
advantage of assigning blame to the ND in case an impasse 
is reached which would lead to new parliamentary elec- 
tions no one wants, Evthimiou contended. 


The second scenario proposes that PASOK not lose the 
“advantage of surprise” with regard to the identity of the 
candidate and the timing of the announcement. Papan- 
dreou would not reveal his cards for “as long as possible” 
to achieve the attrition of other candidates. In at least the 
first ballot, and possibly the second, the PASOK candi- 
date would come from the party’s “historical leaders” to 
satisfy both the parliamentary group and the grassroots. 
Such a candidate might well be longtime PASOK faithful 
Yiannis Kharalambopoulos, Evthimiou contended. 
However, in a third ballot, Papandreou would propose a 
consensus candidate like Stefanopoulos. 


However, Evthimiou wrote, Stefanopoulos’ candidacy 
may encounter the “reservations” of a number of 
PASOK officials, who “remember only too well the 
tribulations of the Sartzetakis presidency” (President 
Khristos Sartzetakis was a surprise PASOK nominee 
who proved unable to attract popular support). 
According to Evthimiou, these officials fear that some 
traits in Stefanopoulos’ character make him “inflexible,” 
a “rather frightening attribute’ for a president of the 
Republic. 


Despite all the speculation, PASOK officials are aware 
that Papandreou’s greatest advantage has always been 
the “unpredictability” of his final moves and the “the- 
atrical”’ element of his important decisions, Evthimiou 
concluded, cautioning that both scenarios lack this “‘spe- 
cific Papandreou quality,” and may therefore differ from 
what eventually transpires. 


Rallis Surfaces as Candidate 


According to an article in the 19 January Athens daily I 
KATHIMERINI, while most PASOK officials agree on a 
Stefanopoulos candidacy, Rallis’ name keeps resurfacing 
because President Konstandinos Karamanlis reportedly 
believes that Rallis is more likely to be acceptable to ND 
deputies. 


Other Scenarios 


The 22 January I KATHIMERINI reports that the 
PASOK leadership will propose a candidate who will not 
only be acceptable to Political Spring but will also attract 
enough ND votes to secure the necessary 180-deputy 
majority. Since PASOK has decided to avoid early 
elections, it will naturally propose a candidate coming 
from the center-right. PASOK will soon initiate contacts 
with Political Spring in this regard, the article said. 


An article in the 21 January | KATHIMERINI reported that 
following a meeting between Evert and ND officials, the 
party has decided it will not vote for a PASOK candidate 
but will nominate its own. If the ND candidate obtains 
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PASOK support, the ND will consider it a “victory,” 
indicating that the governing party fears early elections. 


Another article in the same issue said that according to 
leftist estimates, if relations between Evert and former 
Prime Minister Konstandinos Mitsotakis deteriorate 
further, PASOK, believing it has a “comparative advan- 
tage” over the ND, may formulate a proposal which 
would provoke early elections because of the inability to 
reach a consensus. In view of its rival’s weakness, 
PASOK would thus remain in government with the 
obvious advantage of being able to elect a president with 
151 votes, as envisioned in the constitution. However, 
leftist officials do not exclude that a consensus may be 
reached between PASOK and the ND or Political Spring 
to avoid early elections. In this case, PASOK would have 
to offer some “compensation,” such as the adoption of 
“conservative policy choices,” the article concluded. 


PASOK’s Political Difficulties Described 
95P20468A 
[FBIS Media Note] 


Reforms Proposed 


PASOK Eurodeputy and member of the party’s execu- 
tive bureau Paraskevas Avyerinos recently stated in an 
interview that “this [type of} PASOK cannot go on,” 
according to an article in the Athens weekly KIRIAKA- 
TIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA of 22 January. The article 
added that Avyerinos, together with Minister of Com- 
merce and Industry Kostas Simitis, proposed a number 
of reforms to be submitted at the party's organizational 
conference in March. Among the “numerous and often 
impressive” critical observations made by Avyerinos 
and Simitis, the article continued, was that strong “cen- 
tralizing tendencies” in PASOK endow the leadership 
with “superpowers” and reduce to a minimum the role 
and participation of those outside the leadership group. 
The two critics also charged that PASOK has functioned 
on the principle of “democratic centralism” based on the 
belief that only the top leadership can make the critical 
decisions in the name of unity, efficiency, and ideolog- 
ical purity. In the critics’ view, those wishing to perpet- 
uate this system are only a minority angling for “special 
treatment and patronage.” 


Simitis and Avyerinos proposed more and diversified 
grassroots organizations, increased local power, the 
mobilization of the PASOK central committee as a 
collective organ on the model of other European socialist 
parties, and term limits for officials in positions of 
responsibility, with a compulsory renewal of a per- 
centage of the members of each organization. Com- 
menting that Simitis and Avyerinos are not alone in their 
criticism, the article quoted Minister of the Aegean 
Andonis Kotsakas as saying that “PASOK is an aging 
organization, a political body which cannot generate 
[new ideas] in the ideological and political sectors.” 
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Kotsakas was also cited as advocating a “radical organiza- 
tional policy to review all grassroots organizations, which 
should be restructured along new rules and principles.” 


Pangalos on Attack 


The 14 January ELEVTHEROTIPIA cited former Min- 
ister of Transportation and unsuccessful Athens mayoral 
candidate Thodhoros Pangalos as disapproving of the 
prevailing climate in PASOK and criticizing both Tsokhat- 
zopoulos and the party’s bureaucracy. Disaereeing with 
Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou, who said that “the 
PASOK crisis is artificial,” Pangalos expressed his belief 
that Papandreou “is not well informed.” He also defended 
the dissident “group of four,” claiming that a large faction 
within the party is “strongly interested in following the 
same direction.” Pangalos declared that the PASOK of the 
future must be an “open, democratic party with a collec- 
tive prime minister who accepts criticism and is capable of 
change, and who, therefore, cannot be another Andreas 
Papandreou.” 


Reaction of Other “Group of Four” Members 


According to another article in the 22 January KIRI- 
AKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA, the other three mem- 
bers of the “group of four,” Avyerinos, Vaso Papan- 
dreou, and Simitis, are “troubled’’ by Pangalos’ 
“explosive” remarks. While they do not disagree with 
the substance, they believe that the tactics of “hyper- 
bole” facilitate an attack by their internal opponents. 
The article also reported that those close to the prime 
minister are “greatly troubled” by Pangalos’ statements 
but that Papandreou is urging restraint. An attempted 
rapprochement between the prime minister and his 
industry minister during a 17 January meeting, the 
article claimed, was “particularly warm.”’ Papandreou 
recently appointed Avyerinos head of the PASOK group 
of Eurodeputies, a move seen as an “overture” to the 
“group of four,” the article concluded. 


Poll Results 


The resulis of a MARTEL telephone poll conducted in 
Athens on 12-13 January among 800 registered voters 
were published in the 22 January Athens daily I KATHI- 
MERINI. The poll measured popular reaction to the 
Papandreou-instigated suspension of legal proceedings 
against officials of the previous ND administration, 
asking whether the suspension of proceedings “strength- 
ened or weakened the trustworthiness of the country’s 
political life.” Some 18.5 percent (27 percent among 
those who voted for PASOK in 1993) said that it 
strengthened it, while 77.9 percent (68.7 percent of 
PASOK voters) said it weakened it. Some 3 percent (3.1! 
percent of PASOK voters) said they did not know, and 
0.7 percent (1.2 percent of PASOK voters) did not 
answer. Respondents were then asked whether the sus- 
pension “strengthened or weakened the prime minister's 
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status.” Some 19.3 percent (27 percent of PASOK 
voters) thought that it strengthened it, while 75.5 percent 
(65 percent of PASOK voters) said that it weakened it. 
Some 3.9 percent (6.1 percent of PASOK voters) did not 
know, and |.3 percent (1.8 percent of PASOK voters) did 
not answer. Another question was whether Papandreou’s 
decision was aimed at either “putting an end to political 
dissension” or “achieving partisan goals.” A total of 24.1 
percent (37.4 percent of PASOK voters) sided with the 
first statement, while 69.9 percent (55.8 percent of 
PASOK voters) sided with the second. Some 5 percent 
(6.7 percent of PASOK voters) did not know, and | 
percent did not answer. 


Letter to Editor Rebuts Allegations of Racism 


95P20476A Paris LIBERATION in French 
24 Jan 95 p 8 


[Letter to the editor, signed Philippe Zarka] 


[FBIS Translated Text] A rapid reading of the article 
“Xenophobia in Greece,” which appeared in the 12 
December 1994 edition of LIBERATION, gives a very 
bad impression of today’s Greeks; indeed, astonishingly 
bad ‘cause at all times, Greeks have not taught us to 
~Juvate racist feelings, but rather radically opposed 
values such as hospitality and respect for others. Thus we 
get to the véry terms of the poll: they seem especially 
chosen to direct replies toward the expected conclusion 
(xenophobia). Indeed, what other information could one 
hope to gather from questions such as “do you find 
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members of such or such a foreign group likable or 
unlikable?” Let us for a moment imagine the results of 
such a poll in any country in Europe, and especially in 
France: Albanians would perhaps be exempted (because 
of ignorance), but one can be sure that, in a country 
where about 15 percent of the voters openly support the 
National Front, unlikable Arabs, Jews, dirty Gypsies, 
and perhaps even Germans, would find a good place in 
the poll results. Thus, what is most surprising in the 
article in question is the total absence of critical thought. 
Perhaps this is not just chance? 


That the Greeks are proud of being Greek is perhaps due 
to the fact that they have less of a bad conscience as to 
their role in the history (recent and less recent) of 
Europe. At any rate, they are not the only nationalistic 
people in Europe. Their army is perhaps better rooted in 
the people (as is the case in Portugal), and it significantly 
participates in employment and training, whereas else- 
where it is only a tool to deaden the young and hide the 
jobless. Finally, the Orthodox Church has perhaps fewer 
transgressions to plead guilty to than the Catholic 
Church. Let us also note, by the way, that the Greek 
border is the only one open to Albanians, whereas Italy 
was throwing them into the sea. 


As for relations with the Turks, everyone is aware that 
important differences are far from settled (Cyprus, for 
instance, of which a united Europe cannot be proud), but 
which the Europe of merchants would very much like to 
forget to enlarge its markets. 
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al on Consequence of South Cyprus Joining 


TA1202184195 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1600 GMT !2 feb 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Prime Minister Tansu Ciller has 
said that Turkey is determined to join the Customs Union, 
and the legal grounds are ready. She added that Turkey will 
not renounce its rights. Ciller stressed that if Greece 
continues its obstructionist attitude, and its stand on south 
Cyprus, then Turkey will take important steps. 


She continued: If south Cyprus is accepted into the EU 
before a final solution on Cyprus is reached, what will we 
do then? We will unite with Cyprus. 


Murat Karayalcin, foreign minister and deputy prime min- 
ister, has said that Cyprus joining the EU before the two 
parts of the island have reached an equitable agreement 
based on a security understanding is out of the question. 


Ciller and Karayalcin held a joint news conference in 
Istanbul today and provided information on Turkey's 
activities to become a member of the Customs Union. 
Turkish Radio and Television correspondents Yasar 
Kefeli and Hakan Gulcu report Ciller as saying that 
Turkey made its first move on full membership in the 
EU in 1963, signing the Ankara Treaty that same year. 
Noting that this treaty constitutes the necessary legal 
foundations for a partnership with Europe, Ciller added 
that these foundations were consolidated through con- 
tacts in 1973 and 1987. Since 1963, she said, 1963 
Europe has from time to time proposed full membership 
for Turkey, but this has been delayed because of certain 
internal pressures and because certain circles were con- 
vinced that such a membership was premature. 


Pointing out that the current contacts are aimed at mem- 
bership in the Customs Union, Ciller said that this is 
different than the free trade agreements. She stressed that 
the Customs Union is based on partnership and cooperation 
in the flow of capital and services. Ciller added: This 
involves the masses. There is also a political and security 
dimension to this new concept. She stated that in addition 
to Turkey’s legal right to cooperation, it has other legitimate 
requests, one of which is a financial protocol. 


[Begin Ciller recording] In other words, we are not 
seeking membership in the Customs Union no matter 
what the cost. We want membership under our condi- 
tions. This is not a trade agreement. In other words, we 
do not want a situation where the import and export of 
goods can be secured without any hindrance and the 
customs rates are reduced. We want a Customs Union 
which is more comprehensive and which involves coop- 
eration that stretches to security issues. Furthermore, we 
want certain financial resources and protocols that are 
not available to us through legal platforms. This is the 
path we have chosen. [end recording] 


Ciller stated that the rate of inflation in countries such as 
Spain and Portugal, which joined the Customs Union later, 
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has gone down while the standard of living has increased. 
Upon it being brought out that Greece might veto Turkey’s 
membership in the Customs Union at 6 March meeting, 
Ciller stressed that this would be a big mistake. 


[Begin Ciller recording] In the various direct contacts I 
have held from time to time with the presidents and 
prime ministers of European countries, | have reiterated 
the fact that Turkey is a great country and that Europe 
cannot afford such a historic mistake. If such a historic 
error is committed, then a price has to be paid. This has 
been our approach. 


I would like to provide additional information concerning 
Cyprus. Cyprus is our national cause, a cause that we 
cannot renounce. Linking these two issues or portraying 
the membership of south Cyprus in the Common Market 
aS a concession is a historic and conceptual error. These 
two linked issues and Cyprus’ application process started 
in 1972. South Cyprus applied in 1990, and it was accepted 
in 1993. We are, therefore, busy with something that 
happened in the past. 


We, however, believe that the just Cyprus cause is our 
national cause and we will not renounce it. If the door ts 
left open for south Cyprus to join the Common Market, 
the Customs Union, or if this membership is allowed 
before a final political solution is achieved in Cyprus 
then we have to do what is necessary. We have clearly 
told the authorities this. What will we do if we are faced 
with such a situation? If south Cyprus is accepted into 
the Customs Union before a final solution is reached on 
the island then we will unite with north Cyprus. This is 
our argument. This is our statement. We will in no way 
renounce this national cause. [end recording] 


Karayalcin recalled that Turkey could not join the Cus- 
toms Union because of the 19 January veto. Karayalcin 
noted that a new initiative was subsequently launched, 
and that he will continue contacts under this framework. 
Cyprus’ membership in the Customs Union before a 
final solution is reached on the island would be tanta- 
mount to the membership of south Cyprus. 


{Begin Karayalcin recording] Cyprus cannot be allowed 
to join the EU before a final solution is achieved in 
Cyprus and before the two sides reach an agreement 
based on a certain security understanding. This is out of 
the question. Cyprus’ membership in the EU before 
these goals are achieved is tantamount to the member- 
ship of only the southern part of the island. Let me 
reiterate: This does not and cannot mean that Cyprus has 
joined the EU. Turkey cannot and will not accept such a 
thing. [end recording] 


Karayalcin Comments on Talks With Iraqi 
Minister 

TA1102193095 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1800 GMT 11 Feb 95 


{[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Prime Minister Tansu Ciller 
received Iraqi Foreign Minister Muhammad Sa’‘id al- 
Sahhaf and his delegation in Istanbul today. Murat 
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Karayalcin, foreign minister and deputy prime minister; 
Interior Minister Nahit Mentese; and the Iraqi ambas- 
sador to Ankara were also present at the meeting. 


In a statement after the meeting, Karayalcin remarked 
that in addition to the minister, highest-level bureaucrats 
from the Iraqi Foreign Ministry are included in the 
delegation. Karayalcin noted: This is the first time that 
such a visit has taken place since the Gulf War. Pointing 
out that ways to reopen the Karkuk-Yumurtalik pipeline 
were discussed, Karayaicin said that the utilization of oil 
imcome was also raised. 


[Begin Karayalcin recording] There was no disagreement 
on the distribution of aid in north Iraq, but we did not 
actually reach an agreement. There were differing views 
concerning the distribution of food supplies to be pur- 
chased with the income generated from the pipeline. The 
Iraqi side worked on a new model for this topic. They 
have an idea about rationing and they will submit this to 
us in writing. We will evaluate the proposal and reach a 
decision on the matter. [end recording] 


Karayalcin declared that Turkey wants to start a new era in 
relations with Iraq. Turkish-Iraqi relations are very impor- 
tant from the viewpoint of establishing peace in the Middle 
East and achieving social and economic development in 
the region, Karayalcin stated. Stressing that the security 
issue is an important point for both countnes, Karayalcin 
announced that talks will continue on this subject as well 
as on the investments that can be made in Iraq by the 
Turkish private sector. [passage omitted] 


In a news conference he held today, al-Sahhaf said that 
Iraq attaches special importance to developing relations 
with Turkey. He noted that during his visit he found the 
opportunity to review existing relations. The subjects 
discussed during the talks constitute a step toward future 
talks, al-Sahhaf said, adding that the Turkish foreign 
minister's upcoming visit to Iraq is, therefore, also very 
important. Asked if Iraq has plans to flush out the oil in 
the Iraqi-Turkish oil pipeline, the visiting minister said 
that a solution can be found that complies with UN 
directives on the issue. In reply to another question, 
al-Sahhaf remarked that the problem in north Iraq can 
be resolved through cooperation between Turkey and 
Iraq after foreign forces abandon the area. 


Chief of Staff Thanks Greeks for Pilot’s Return 


TA1002125795 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1200 GMT 10 Feb 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] General Ismail Hakki Karadayi, 
chief of the General Staff, has sent a message to his 
Greek counterpart, Admiral (Khristos Lymbris), 
thanking him for the help extended in rescuing and 
returning the pilot of the Turkish F-16 plane that crashed 
in the Aegean on Wednesday. 


The message sent by Gen. Karadayi is as follows: In a 
display of friendly cooperation, one of your army helicop- 
ters rescued the Turkish pilot and brought him to Rhodes, 
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where he received first aid. In addition, the pilot was 
returned to Turkey promptly, in line with your orders. 


I offer you and the Greek Armed Forces my deepest 
thanks and appreciation on behalf of myself and the 
members of the Turkish Armed Forces in the hope of 
further cooperation. 


Growing Rift Between Demirel, Ciller Alleged 
NC1102115795 Ankara TURKISH DAILY NEWS 
in English 8 Feb 95 pp 1, A& 


[Report by Kemal Balci] 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] Ankara—The mounting ten- 
sion between President Suleyman Demirel and Prime 
Minister Tansu Ciller has begun to involve the deputies 
of Ciller’s True Path Party (DYP) with the prime mir- 
ister preferring to reply to Demirel’s biting criticisms 
through her parliamentary aides. 

In entering polemics with the president in accord with 
the wishes of the prime minister, Ciller’s aides are seen 
to be motivated by their anxiety to retain their current 
cabinet posts or to gain a post in the new government. 


Demirel fired the opening salvo by noting “his difficulty 
in describing the government as successful after inflation 
exceeded 150 percent” and that his sullenness was 
because of this. Steadily increasing the strength of his 
criticisms, Demirel in the end stunned the establishment 
by saying that he might not assign Ciller to form the new 
government, legally required after the expected Feb. 18 
merger of the government-partner Social Democrat Peo- 
ple’s Party (SHP) with the opposition Republican Peo- 
ple’s Party (CHP). While approving the law which cre- 
ated five new state ministries, Demirel had taken care to 
ask Ciller not to appoint ministers to these posts. 


The storm raging at the summit of the state since 
Demirel sought powers 40 days ago to dissolve parlia- 
ment in order to prevent quests for nondemocratic 
solutions in the face of government's performance, 
gained in strength with the possibility of SHP’s with- 
drawal from the coalition. The fact that Demirel had 
said he might need the powers he sought in six months’ 
time gave rise to anxieties that there will be no early 
deliverance from the present impasse. 


After Demirel, parliament Speaker Husamettin Cin- 
doruk launched a campaign of criticism directed against 
Ciller and her government. Cindoruk’s calls for early 
general elections and his publicly expressed worries of 
widespread riots if the government avoids early polls, 
prompted Ciller to launch a counterattack. 


All the Premier's Men 


Recognizing the danger that criticisms from Demirel and 
Cindoruk might divide the party, Ciller sprang into 
action. As her first target, she attacked the group of 37 
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party rebels which had evolved into a tightly-knit faction 
in the DYP, forming a base of support for the Demirel- 
Cindoruk axis. Succeeding in her strategy she managed 
to disband the group, luring many of former adversaries 
to her side with promised cabinet posts, leaving behind a 
weakened group of |2 die-hard rebels. 

And instead of entering politics herself with the opposition 
building up on the Demire!-Cindoruk axis, she assigned her 
own men to the task, including her closest aides. 


Signing a two-page joint declaration, party big guns 
Turhan Tayan, Nevzat Ercan and Ihsan Saraclar replied 
strongly to the criticisms of Cindoruk. Trading rhetoric 
between the parliament speaker—who is a mernber of 
DYP himself—and the leaders of the party's parliamen- 
tary group brought the party to the verge of division. 


Ciller also employed her ministers, some of whom 
boasted close friendships of 30 years with Demirel, to 
reply to the attacks from the president. 


Commenting on Demirel’s hint that he might not 
approve Tansu Ciller’s premiership and the cabinet list 
she submits, State Minister Esat Kiratlioglu said the 
president would not allow himself to look like those 
(military rulers) who vetoed DYP’s entry to the 1983 
elections. He also publicly expressed his difficulty in 
understanding why Demirel and Cindoruk acted as if 
they wanted their popularity to dwindle.“ [no opening 
quotation marks as published] 


Arguing that the merger on the left would not necessitate 
a new government, Kiratlioglu said even in case a new 
government had to be formed, Demirel had to assign 
Ciller to form it as the leader of the biggest party. 


Seconding this view, Necmettin Cevheri, another state 
minister and top aide for Ciller, also stressed that the 
president had to conform to the tradition that leaders of 
the biggest parties are asked to form the government. 
Cevhen further argued that Demirel “should want the 
formation of a government” instead of falling into the 
position of a president who causes a government crisis. 


Forestry Minister Hasan Ekinci also joined the chorus of 
cabinet members replying to Demirel. Ekinci said Demirel 
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should be more constructive instead of being critical. He 
also attacked Cindoruk’s calls for early general elections. 
Indirectly accusing Cindoruk of harboring ambitions to lead 
the DYP, he said “he should announce his candidacy for 
chairmanship at the party congress instead of aspiring to 
take the post by issuing threats.” 

Huseyin Ozalp, a deputy from the Black Sea constitu- 
ency of Samsun joined in the broadsides against 
Demirel, recalling his past remarks that “the era of 
supra-party ‘governments of consensus’ are over, we are 
now entering the period of parliamentary governments,” 
he had made in 1970s. 


The salvos traded between the president and the prime 
minister's men are expected to last at least until the Feb. 
18 unification of the left. 


Eximbank To Loan $1 Billion Per Month for 
Export 


TA1102125195 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1800 GMT 10 Feb 95 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Prime Minister Tansu Ciller has 
said that the Eximbank will extend $1 billion per month in 
loans to exporters starting in February. She noted that 
Turkey's goal is to reach $27 billion in exports annually. 


Addressing a Ramadan dinner this evening to mark the 
first anniversary of the Merter Industrialists and Busi- 
nessmen Association, Ciller said that Turkey managed to 
pay its foreign debts last year without receiving additional 
foreign loans and that the problems concerning the foreign 
balance of payments have, to a great extent, been solved. 
She recalled that the balance of payments closed with a 
surplus of $3 billion as a result of measures that have been 
taken, that export figures have reached $18 billion, and 
that foreign debts worth $9 billion have beer paid. 


She added: Despite the fact that we have paid the highest 
amount of foreign debts in the history of the republic, we 
have accomplished the difficult with the support and 
efforts of our exporters. Ciller noted that Turkey will 
take the place it deserves within in the world’s economic 
blocs, adding that within this framework resolute and 
courageous steps will continue to be taken to join the 


European Union. [passage omitted] 
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